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Attached for consideration by the Commissioners and for inclusion in the above-reference docket are 
approximately 1,389 signatures of Anthem residents urging the Commission to reject reconsolidation 
of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria Wastewater District for the reasons set forth in 
the attached. Original signatures are available for examination at the Commission's request. 

Sincerely, 

Roxann S. Gallagher 
Sacks Tierney P.A. 
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We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrory” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsalidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered oll effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates far Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agoo Frio petitioner has proposed recansolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest woter and wustewuter rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined woter and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewoter treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution far Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Cornmission to reconsolidate the Anthern/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely orbitrory" ond did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Cornmission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
oa'jacent to Carte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wostewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidotian with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella) shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the Stute, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Code Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidatinq Anthem back into the 
Agua Frfa Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay urnong the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidyfor costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution fo r  Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the AnthemIAgua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATU RE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order t o  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtfol and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Code Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,WOAnthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
'Commission to  reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aqua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to  light. 

No Aqua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 

'Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corie Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem orAgua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



community council 
anthem 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission t o  reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatmentfacilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.’’ These thoughuul and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairlypaysignificantlyless 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600An * i hest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 -vfor costs undisputedly related to A w a  
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary“ and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just ond reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, ”in order t o  presewe the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidatian including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residenis, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest t o  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Nut 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 

;and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
tAgua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,601) Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment focilities was “campletely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates far Anthem customers that 
were just and reasanable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that it was in the public interest ta 
decansolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings. ” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered 011 effects af 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation af the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents far the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the cantrav, recansalidoting Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined woter and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for casts undisputedly related ta Aguo 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation af 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts thot do 
not share treatment facilities wos “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Cornmission also stated that it was in the public interest to  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and foir conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wostewater users, remain true today. Not one fact hos changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of theAnthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shores treotment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest woter and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Carte Bella residents for the some service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a foir 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Fria wostewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined woter ond wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aguo 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities thot we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthern/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotian of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities wos “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
odjocent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined woter and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million onnuolsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Recansolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
Community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate dis.tricts that do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely arbitrary”and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable os required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stoted that it wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the AnthedAgua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations thot occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one foct has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of theAnthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water ond wastewoterrates in the Stote, unfairly poysignificantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreodypay among the highest 
combined wa ter and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
theAnthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote ond separate districts thot do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely arbitrary” and did not result in wostewater rates far Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable os required by Arizona low. The Commission also stated thot i t  wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
odjocent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximotely 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West.residents, who enjoy omong the lowest water ond wastewaterrates in the Store, unfairly pay signgicantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a foir 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewoter rotes. On the contrary, reconsolidoting Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wostewoter District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay omong the highest 
combined water ond wastewater rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy far costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District is clearly not the right solution far Anthem arAguo Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

c 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Cornmission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did nut result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remoin true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
odjacent to Corte Bella, shares treotment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewotermtes in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2032, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary”and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered oll effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem [I fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedlyrelated to Aqua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution far Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geogrophicolly remote ond seporote distrids that do 
not share treatment focilities wos "completely orbitraty" and did not result in wostewoter rotesfor Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonoble os required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated thot it wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fno Wostewoter District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations thot occur in Commission prvceedings. " These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevoted rotes for Aqua Frio wostewater users, remain true todoy. Not one foct hos chonged. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
oo'jacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment focilities, and has opproximotely 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest woterond wostewoter rotes in the State, unfoirly pay signifcantly less ~ 

than Corte Bello residents for the some service from the same focility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
ond reasonable solution for elevoted Aguo Frio wostewoter rates. On the controry, reconsalidoting Anthem bock into the 
Agua Frio Wostewoter Dktrict would couse the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olreody pay omong the highest 
combined water ond wostewater rotes in the Stote, to poy$2.4 million onnuolsuhsidy for costs undisputedly reloted to Aguo 
Fda's geogrophicolly remote wostewoter treatment facilities thot we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wostewoter District is cleorly not the right solution for Anthem arAguo Fno. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geoqrophically remote and separate districts thot do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reosonoble as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wostewoter users, remain true today. Not one fact hos changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner hos proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Carte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximotely 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidoting Anthem back into the 
Aqua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to poy $2.4 million onnual subsidy for costs undisputedly related t o  Aqua 
Fria's geogrophically remote wastewater treatment focilities thot we do not now ond will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geagraphically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District, ”in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
?egotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
cleconsalidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wostewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 25,000 customers to  share wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wostewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined woterand wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy far costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geogrophicolly remote and seporate districts that do 
not shore treatment focilities wos “completelyorbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reosonable os required by Arizona law. The Cornmission olso stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wostewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity ofsettlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings.“ These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevoted rates for Aguo Frio wostewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wostewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treotment facilities, and hos approximotely 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wostewater rates in the Stote, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the some service from the some focility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a foir 
and reosonoble solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olreody poy among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the Stote, to poy $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedlyrelated to Aguo 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewoter treatment facilities tho? we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District is cleorly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME 



anthem 
community council 
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We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

I 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates forAnthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Cornmission also stoted that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthern/Agua Frio Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 

Iceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
I 

negotiations that occur in Commission prc ~. 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Frio wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to  light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
ond reasonable solution for elevoted Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating An them back into the 
Agua Frio Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to poy $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary"ond did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonoble as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wostewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful ond foir conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte tlella, shares treatment facilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water ond wastewaterrates in the Stote, unfairlypaysignificantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a foir 
ond reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olreody pay omong the highest 
combined water and wostewoter rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly reloted to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wostewoter treatment facilities thot we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solutionforAnthem or Agua Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District . 
In 2032, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary”and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable OS required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preseme the integrity ofsettlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, a’nd has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Code Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aguo Frio Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined water ond wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Cornmission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community couiicil 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that i t  wos in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, ”in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
decansolidation including elevated rotes for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of theAnthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rotes in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
thon Corte Eella residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Aguo Fria Wostewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthern residents, who olreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annuolsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geogrophicolly remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is cleorly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME 

c 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geographically remote and seporote districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations thot occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Frio wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has chonged. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wostewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
thon Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reosonoble solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aguo Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annuol subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geogrophicolly remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geogrophically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary“ and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable os required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one foct has chonged. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjay among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Sella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to poy $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

for the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District, "in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughvul and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aguo Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we da not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Aguo Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission olso stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new foct has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs, 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undispotedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geographically remote wastewater treotment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua 

and publicly oppose any effort by the 
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anthem 
community council 
anthem 
community council 
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We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary“ and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law, The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjocent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest woter and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the controry, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Recansolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Cornmission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wostewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizono law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to presewe the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful ond fair conclusions, which considered all eflects of 
deconsalidation including elevated rotes for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
odjocent to  Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and hos approximately 15,000 customers to shore wostewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfoirly pay significantly less 
than Corte Sella residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West wouldseem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Frio wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewoter Oistrict would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment focilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua-Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem - 

community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined thot consolidation of these two geogrophically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treotment facilities wos “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonoble as required by Arizono law. The Cornmission olso stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful ond fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Frio wostewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wostewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfoirly poy significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasanoble solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who alreody pay omong the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wostewoter District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote ond seporote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities wos “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizono low. The Commission olso stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsalidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and foir conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Frio wastewater users, remain true today. Not one foct has changed. Not 
one new foct has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has opproximotely 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the Store, unfoirly pay significontly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Frio wostewoter rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wostewater rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million onnuol subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geogrophically remote wastewater treatment focilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Aguo Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the AnthemjAgua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities wos “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity af settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings. ” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrotes in the State, unfairlypaysignificantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Frio wastewater rotes. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million onnoolsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
rht” Anthem/Agl:n Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



a e 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wostewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthern/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order tu preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings. These thoughifid and fair conclusions, which considered of1 effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sel/a, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,OOO customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairlypay significantly less 
than Corte Eella residentsfor the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wustewater rates. On the contraty, reconsolidating Anthem back Into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthern residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rutes in the State, to pay  $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
frio's geographically remote wustewater treatment faci12ies that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorousty and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary"and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the An them/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity ofsettlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered oil effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remoin true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater casts. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem hack into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem " v r  '.;n WflstecmtPr District is clearly not the riaht sollit;w fnr or &sa Frjo. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Cornmission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one newfact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wostewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would come the roughly 8/60UAnthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the Store, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aguo 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearlv not the riaht wlution for Anthem orAgua Frin 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined thot consolidation of these two geographicolly remote and seporote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely orbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one foct has changed. N o t  
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District. Sun City West is 
adjatent to Corte Sella, shores treatment facilities, and has opproximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the Stote, unfairly pay significontly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Frio wostewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million onnualsubsidy far costs undkputedly related to Agua 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ewer use. Recansolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is cleor/y not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthern/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treotment facilities was "completely orbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just ond reasonable os required by Arizona law. The Commission also stoted that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful ond fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one foct has chonged. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
odjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy omong the lawest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly poy significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
ond reasonoble solution for elevated Aguo Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would touse the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water ond wastewater rates in the Store, to poy $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aqua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treotment focilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
comniunity council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary“ and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonoble os required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact hos changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent t o  Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Sella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the controry, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aguo Frio Wastewater District would (Douse the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
cornnlunity council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined thot consolidotion of these two geogrophicolly remote and seporote districts thot do 
not shore treatment focilities wos “completely orbitrory” ond did not result in wostewoter rotes for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonoble os required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated thot i t  wos in the public interest to  
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wostewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions thot occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevoted rates for Aguo Frio wastewater users, remain true todoy. Not one foct hos changed. Not 
one new foct hos come to light. 

No Aguo Frio petitioner hos proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wostewoter District. Sun City West is 
odjocent to  Corte Bello, shores treatment facilities, ond has opproximately 15,000 customers to shore wostewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest woter ond wostewoterrotes in the State, unfoirly poysignificontly less 
thon Corte Bello residents for the some service from the some facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonoble solution for elevoted Aguo Frio wostewoter rotes. On the controry, reconsolidoting Anthem back into the 
Aguo Frio Wostewoter District would couse the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who olreody poy among the highest 
combined woter and wostewoter rotes in the Stote, to poy $2.4 million onnuol subsidy for costs undisputedlyreloted to Aguo 
Frio’s geographically remote wostewoter treatment focilities thot we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Agua Frio Wostewoter District is cleorly not the right solution for Anthem orAguo Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote andseparate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria wastewater District, “in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Cornmission proceedings.“ These thoughtful and fair conclusians, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte sella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aguo 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

SIGN ATU RE ADDRESS 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation af these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely orbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizono law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
decansolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission procedinnr Tv’.iae tnoughijul ondfair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sello, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution far elevated Agua Fria wostewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aguo 
Fri.-~’c nPnqraDhically remote wastewater treotment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguu , .**- ~ ~ 2 . ~ f : 2 ~  District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

;h? lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to  reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRiNTED NAME 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geogrophically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity ofsettlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has came to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsalidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annuol subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthern/Aguo Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
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anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which consideredoll effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewoter users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly poy significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly reloted to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewoter rotes for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, "in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
decansolidation including elevated rotes for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to  shore wastewater casts. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy omong the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem afair 
and reosonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Frio Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay omong the highest 
combined water and wastewater rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem orAgua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE 
I 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
comniuiiity council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was ”completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that i f  was in the public interest to  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects af 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has upproximotely 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay omong the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for casts undisputedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geographically remote and seporate districts that do 
not share treatment focilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Commission olso stoted that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District, “in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that accur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered oll effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remoin true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner hos proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
odjacent t o  Corte Bello, shares treatment focilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the Stote, to  pay $2.4 million onnual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aqua 
Fria’s geographicallyremote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote ond separate districts thot do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations thot occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte sella, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the Stote, unfairly pay signifcontly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonoble solution for elevated Agua Frio wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidoting Anthem bock into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined woter and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treotment focilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geagraphically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered 011 efiects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come ta light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olready pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Cornmission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to  reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was "completely arbitrory" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reosonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District, "in order to preserve the integrity ofsettlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful ond fair conclusions, which considered oll effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjocent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsotidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geogrophically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PR!NTE_DPJAME SIGN A W E  ADDRESS DATE 

I 



anthem 
community councjl 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation af these two geogrophically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary”0nd did not result in wastewater rates far Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, ”in order ta preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come ta light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidotion of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers ta share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Frio wastewater rates. On the controry, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we da not now and will not ever use. Recansolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME -. .. - SIGNATURE ADDRESS nATF 



anthem 
community council 

------_i___--=-_-=--- _-~-~=_________ 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

-- _=__ --==--- - ---- __ 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treotment focilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Commission also stated thot it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiotions thot occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effeas of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates forAgu0 Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Frio petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy omong the lowest woter and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same focility. A consolidation with Sun City West wouldseem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevoted Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Frio Wostewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wostewoter rotes in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary”and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reosonoble os required by Arizono law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
decansolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negatiotions that occur in Cornmission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidatian including elevated rates for Agua Fria wostewater usks, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact hos come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed recansolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and hos approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water ond wastewaterrates in the Stote, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Frio Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who olready poy among the highest 
combined woter and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedlyrelated to Aguo 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now ond will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
comniunity council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsotidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geogrophicolly remote and separate districts that do 
not share treotment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewoter rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission olso stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remoin true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treotment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay signgicantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the controry, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aqua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined water ond wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annua/ subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem arAgua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separote districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities wos “completely orbitrary” and did not result in wostewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte sella, shares treatment facilities, and has opproximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay signvicantly less 
thon Corte sella residents for the some service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevoted Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Aguo Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, tu pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographicallyremote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem ar Aguo Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rotes for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Carte Bello, shares treatment facilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrates in the State, unfairlypaysignificantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rotes. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreody poy among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we da not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to  reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geographicolly remote and seporate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely 0rbitrory"and did not result in wostewoter rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizono law. The Commission olso stated thot i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and foir conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevated rotes for Aguo Fria wostewoter users, remoin true today. Not one foct has changed. Not 
one new foct hos come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewoter District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, ond has approximately 15,000 customers to share wostewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy omong the lowest woter and wostewoterrates in the Stote, unfoirly poysignificontly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem o fair 
ond reasonoble solution for elevated Agua Fria wostewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem bock into the 
Agua Frio Wastewoter District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the Stote, to poy $2.4 million onnuol subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aguo 
Fria's geographically remote wostewoter treotment focilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts thoc do 
nor share treatment facilities wos "completely arbitrory" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidote Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua FriO Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to  share wastewatercosts. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wostewaterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem buck into the 
Agua Fria Wostewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aqua 
Frio's geographicaRy remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and wil lnot ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District is clearly nor the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to  reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable os required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs, 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewaterrotes in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the some service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun city West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewoter rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME 1 7  



PRINTED NAME 
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SI G N ATU RE 

anthem 
community couiicil 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment focilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission olso stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wastewater District, ”in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Frio wostewoter users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shores treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidotion with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aqua Frio wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million onnuol subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Aqua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidotion of 
the Anthem/Aguo Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Aqua Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to  reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order t o  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come t o  light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers t o  share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to  pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related t o  Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not shore treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” ond did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission olso stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wostewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful ond foir conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidotion including elevoted rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner hos proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to  Corte Bello, shares treotmentfacilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to shore wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewoterrates in the State, unfairly pay significontly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Frio wostewoter rotes. On the contrary, reconsolidoting Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewoter District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Aguo Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2022, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers thot 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
decansolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewoter District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new foct has come to light. 

No Aguo Fria petitioner hos proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Carte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who alreody pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedlyrelated to Agua 
Fria‘s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsalidotion of 
theAnthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Frio. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rotes for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Cornmission also stoted that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful ond fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthern/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Sella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly paysignvicontly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Aguo Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who olready pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly reluted to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua ia Wastewater District. s 
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Ellen K. Aiken 
James W. Armstrong 

Adrian L. Barton 
Steven R. Beeghley 

Stephen Aron Benson 
Brian E. Ditsch 

Judith M. Dworkin 
Patty A. Ferguson 

Roxann S. Gallagher 
Steven M. Goldstein 

Bryan J. Gottfredson 
Gaye L. Gould 

John K. Hanson 
Helen R. Holden 

Robert G. Kimhall 
Michael C. Lamb 
Stephen A. Lenn 

Jeffrey S. Leonard 
Shannon M. Mason 
Matthew B. Meaker 

Andre H. Merrett 
Phoebe Moffatt 

Sharon S. Moyer 
Michael R. Rooney 

David L. Rose 
James S. Samuelson 

Sharon B. Shively 
Allyson J. Teply 

David C. Tierney 
Matthew F. Winter 

Seymour Sacks (1932 ~ 2011) 

Marvin S. Cohen (1931 ~ 2009) 

Gary E. Pace, CLM, Executive Director 

W M E RITAS 
LAW FIRMS WORLDWIDE 

October 6,2014 

VIA HAND DELIVERY 
Writer's Direct Line: 480.425.2673 

Writer's Direct Facsimile: 480.425.4973 
Writer's E-mail: Roxann.Gallagher@SacksTierney.com 

Docket Control 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Re: EPCOR Water Arizona, Inc. 
Docket No. SW-01303A-09-0343 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Attached for consideration by the Commissioners and for inclusion in the above-reference docket are 
approximately 1,389 signatures of Anthem residents urging the Commission to reject reconsolidation 
of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria Wastewater District for the reasons set forth in 
the attached. Original signatures are available for examination at the Commission's request. 

Sincerely, 

Roxann S. Gallagher 
Sacks Tierney P.A. 

Copy of the foregoing mailed 
this - day of October, 2014 to: 

Service List for Docket No. 
S W -0 13 -03A-09-0343 

1128059 

4250 North Ikinkwater Boulevard I Fourth Floor I Scottsdale, Arizona 85251-3693 I 480 425 2600 I Fax 480 970 4610 1 w w w  sackstierney corn 
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This petition has collected 
1718 signatures 
using the online tools at jPetitions.com 

Printed on 2014-09-24 
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Oppose Reconsolidation with the Agua Fria Wastewaster District 

About this petition 

The undersigned residents of the Anthem community implore the Arizona Corporation Commission to 
reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria Wastewater District. 
In 2012 the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and 
separate districts that do not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in 
wastewater rates for Anthem customers that were just and reasonable as required by Arizona 
law.The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to deconsolidate Anthem from the 
Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement negotiations 
that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all 
effects of deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true 
today.Not one fact has changed.Not one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater 
District.Sun City West is adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 
15,000 customers to share wastewater costs.Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest 
water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less than Corte Bella residents for 
the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair and 
reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates.On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem 
back into the Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600 Anthem residents, who 
already pay among the highest combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million 
annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua Fria’s geographically remote wastewater 
treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua 
Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the AnthemlAgua Fria Wastewater District. 
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859. Name: Sue Nadeau on 2014-08-21 21:19:13 
Comments: 

860. Name: Barbara Evans on 2014-08-21 21:20:05 
Comments: 

86 1 Name: Erynn Eller 
Comments: 

on 2014-08-21 21:33:11 

862. Name: Jeff Eller on 201 4-08-21 21 :35: 15 
Comments: 

863. Name: Joe Petonzio on 2014-08-21 21:54:57 
Comments: REJECT THE RECONSOLIDATION 
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864. Name: Jennifer golding on 2014-08-21 21 :58:08 
Comments: 

865. Name: Terran Bohart on 2014-08-21 22:12:52 
Comments: 

866. Name: Nancy Strongin on 2014-08-21 23:10:06 
Comments: Reject Reconsolidation. Need an end to high prices. Consolidation with all 
five districts. 

867 Name: Steve and Dorothy McCarty 
Comments: 

on 2014-08-22 00:00:50 

~~ 

868. Name: Robert Price on 2014-08-22 00:38:26 
Comments: 

869. Name: John Barchi on 2014-08-22 00:40:27 
Comments: 

870. Name: Robert Omer on 2014-08-22 00:40:58 
Comments: 

871. Name: David Flynn on 2014-08-22 00:42:01 
Comments: JJED2 LLC 

872. Name: Linda Osting on 2014-08-22 00:42:25 
Comments: linda.osting@gmail.com 

873. Name: Linda Zinsmeyer on 2014-08-22 00:42:55 
Comments: Our water rates are already too high. 

874. Name: Bob McElroy on 2014-08-22 00:43:52 
Comments: 

875. Name: Nina goelz on 2014-08-22 00:45:36 
Comments: Oppose consolidation 

876. Name: Leticia on 2014-08-22 00:45:52 
Comments: 

877. Name: Mary Jo Maughan on 2014-08-22 00:45:58 
Comments: 
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878. Name: Mike Caldwell on 2014-08-22 00:48:50 
Comments: 

879. Name: Frank Ritchelli on 2014-08-22 00:51 :50 
Comments: I am opposed to consolidation. we should stay with the decision the 
commission has already made 

880. Name: Jay Stringer on 2014-08-22 01 :03:23 
Comments: Against higher rates 

881. Name: Richard Dickson on 2014-08-22 01 :07:02 
Comments: The water rates are too high. They need to be lowered at least 50% 

882. Name: Steve Evans on 2014-08-22 01:09:46 
Comments: I oppose the reconsolidation of Anthem and Agua Fria's wastewater district. 

883. Name: Michael J Peters on 2014-08-22 01:10:03 
Comments: I oppose the consolidation and deem that the commission stay with their just 
decision to keep Anthem separate. In my mind it is hard to believe that we pay twice the 
water and sewer bill in Anthem for which we spend approximately 3.5mos at compared to 
Roseville, CA. A $100 monthly bill when not at the property is outrageous and to raise it 
more is a sin. 

884. Name: Michael J Peters 
Comments: I oppose the consolidation and deem that the commission stay with their just 
decision to keep Anthem separate. In my mind it is hard to believe that we pay twice the 
water and sewer bill in Anthem for which we spend approximately 3.5mos at compared to 
Roseville, CA. A $100 monthly bill when not at the property is outrageous and to raise it 
more is a sin. 

on 201 4-08-22 01 : 10:04 

885. Name: Vernaliza Meyer-Humbert on 2014-08-22 01 :10:38 
Comments: Against higher rates! 

886. Name: Frederick Moore on 201 4-08-22 01 : 1247 
Comments: oppose Reconsolidation 

~~~ 

887. Name: Fred Acosta on 2014-08-22 01:13:35 
Comments: I vote against Epcor proposition! 

888. Name: Josh Williams on 2014-08-22 01:17:23 
Comments: 
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889. Name: John Lee 
Comments: 

on 2014-08-22 01:21:28 

890. Name: Scott Rockwin on 2014-08-22 01:21:44 
Comments: i beliveit should stay just the way it is 

891. Name: Eddie Pizarro on 2014-08-22 01:22:17 
Comments: 

892. Name: Jane Gunnlaugsson on 2014-08-22 01:22:18 
Comments: "I vote against the reconsolidation" 

893. Name: Walter Reiman 
Comments: 

on 201 4-08-22 01 23: 1 1 

~~ ~~ 

894. Name: Jim Gregson on 2014-08-22 01:23:18 
Comments: 

895. Name: Carrie OConnor on 2014-08-22 01 :23:44 
Comments: 

896. Name: Marilyn Ohm on 2014-08-22 01:24:05 
Comments: 

897. Name: Patricia Gregson on 2014-08-22 01:25:17 
Comments: 

898. Name: Colleen Schwind on 2014-08-22 01 :33:33 
Comments: 

899. Name: Michael C. Schwind on 2014-08-22 01:35:03 
Comments: 

900. Name: gerald Sherman on 2014-08-22 01:35:15 
Comments: 

901. Name: Margo Seck on 2014-08-22 01:35:20 
Comments: 

902. Name: Pat Pierson on 2014-08-22 01:36:55 
Comments: If we need to conserve water why are all theese new homes being built in the 
north valley? 
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903. Name: Ann K Anderson on 2014-08-22 01 :36:56 
Comments: I vote against the consolidation 

904. Name: Barbara MacArthur on 2014-08-22 01 :38:24 
Comments: 

905. Name: Curtis E Evert on 2014-08-22 01:38:41 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation at any level 

906. Name: Tom Anderson on 2014-08-22 01:38:51 
Comments: I vote against the consolidation 

907. Name: Julie a on 2014-08-22 01 :39:50 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation at any level 

908. Name: Dennis MacArthur on 201 4-08-22 01 :39:54 
Comments: 

909. Name: Julie A Evert on 2014-08-22 01:40:54 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation at any level 

910. Name: Wayne M. Allen on 2014-08-22 01:42:05 
Comments: 

911. Name: William Bailey on 2014-08-22 01 :42:36 
Comments: 

912. Name: Leontia Roberts on 2014-08-22 01:43:10 
Comments: Oppose reconsolidation 

91 3. Name: Jane Shaw on 2014-08-22 01 :44:49 
Comments: 

914. Name: David Lyijynen on 2014-08-22 01 :44:51 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation. 

915. Name: Emily Yagielo on 2014-08-22 01:45:09 
Comments: 

91 6. Name: Jason Yagielo on 2014-08-22 01:46:04 
Comments: 
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91 7. Name: Michelle Castellarin on 2014-08-22 01 :46:11 
Comments: 

918. Name: Sean Hobin on 2014-08-22 01:46:59 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation. 

91 9. Name: Helen Kasley on 201 4-08-22 01 :51:46 
Comments: 

920. Name: Delbert Gwin on 2014-08-22 02:00:28 
Comments: Do not reconsolidate! 

921. Name: David Hall on 2014-08-22 02:06:11 
Comments: 

922. Name: Larry and Mary Claire Wilson 
Comments: Reject Reconsideration of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Aqua Fria 
Waste Water District 

on 2014-08-22 021 1:32 

923. Name: Donald Harris on 2014-08-22 021  1:39 
Comments: 

924. Name: Coco Miller on 2014-08-22 02:15:24 
Comments: 

925. Name: Kelly Miller on 2014-08-22 02:16:34 
Comments: 

926. Name: Shirley Knapp on 2014-08-22 02:19:21 
Comments: 

927. Name: Karen Anderson on 2014-08-22 021 9:54 
Comments: 

928. Name: Craig Anderson on 2014-08-22 022055 
Comments: 

929. Name: Matt Kersh on 2014-08-22 02:29:12 
Comments: 

930. Name: Elizabeth Turner on 2014-08-22 023248 
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Comments: Reject reconsolidation! 

931. Name: Robert Martin on 2014-08-22 02:34:52 
Comments: 

932. Name: Mary Jaste r on 2014-08-22 02:51:51 
Comments: 

933. Name: William L. Brooks Sr on 2014-08-22 02:52:48 
Comments: Whynis this being reconsidered after your initial ruling. 

934. Name: Bonnie Hirschberg on 2014-08-22 02:58:14 
Comments: 

935. Name: Janine Vlcek on 2014-08-22 03:03:45 
Comments: 

936. Name: John H. Cole on 2014-08-22 03:04:00 
Comments: Reject reconsolidating water districts. 

937. Name: Mike Vlcek on 2014-08-22 03:05:00 
Comments: 

~ 

938. Name: Patrick Boyhan on 2014-08-22 03:06:35 
Comments: Reject reconsolidation of the water districts. 

939. Name: Jimmy Presley on 2014-08-22 03:09:08 
Comments: 

940. Name: Ken Harrison on 2014-08-22 03:09:30 
Comments: 

941. Name: Fredrick M. Petersen on 2014-08-22 03:13:35 
Comments: 

942. Name: Linda Coffin on 2014-08-22 03:18:43 
Comments: 

943. Name: Paul & Carol Wilcox on 2014-08-22 03:30:08 
Comments: We adamantly oppose reconsolidation. Excessive water rates are a burden 
and devalue homes. AZ Corporation Commission: We implore you listen to the 
community of Anthem. 
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944. Name: Lee & Arleen Boyer on 2014-08-22 03:38:18 
Comments: 

945. Name: Jonathan Christie on 2014-08-22 03:46:11 
Comments: Reject reconsolidation of the water districts. 

946. Name: Brenda Christie on 2014-08-22 03:48:25 
Comments: Reject reconsolidation of the water districts. 

947. Name: Colleen Christman on 2014-08-22 03:53:26 
Comments: 

~~ 

948. Name: Robert B. Tarman on 2014-08-22 03:54:16 
Comments: 

949. Name: sally scrivner on 201 4-08-22 03:58:49 
Comments: our rates are not affordable now!! 

950. Name: Alison Ryan on 2014-08-22 04:01:04 
Comments: 

951. Name: Ellen Hart on 2014-08-22 04:05:56 
Comments: 

952. Name: Cindy Halstead on 2014-08-22 04:07:43 
Comments: 

953. Name: Amanda Pickner on 2014-08-22 04:08:29 
Comments: 

954. Name: James Rush on 2014-08-22 04:10:43 
Comments: 

955. Name: terry yacyshen on 2014-08-22 04:14:03 
Comments: 

956. Name: Murray Gwynn on 2014-08-22 04:26:05 
Comments: 

957. Name: Patricia Hubbard on 2014-08-22 04:27:06 
Comments: 
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958. Name: Ken Murray on 2014-08-22 04:28:37 
Comments: 

959. Name: Bonnie Mehlin on 2014-08-22 04:30:57 
Comments: 

960. Name: Sheila Baldwin on 2014-08-22 04:33:19 
Comments: I reject reconsolidation of the water districts. The higher rates would have a 
negative affect on properties in our community 

961. Name: Dana Smith on 2014-08-22 04:44:57 
Comments: 

962. Name: JOSEPH NORKUS on 2014-08-22 04:52:15 
Comments: 

963. Name: William Carstens on 2014-08-22 05:06:15 
Comments: no reconsolidation 

964. Name: Jan Durand on 2014-08-22 05:09:49 
Comments: 

965. Name: Steve Durand on 2014-08-22 051  1 :42 
Comments: Why is it considered to be appropriate to change a decision that was given 
careful consideration when the facts have not changed since the decision was made? 

966. Name: Guy Horine on 2014-08-22 05:16:45 
Comments: 

967. Name: David Gruen on 2014-08-22 05:24:25 
Comments: I reject reconsolidation. 

968. Name: Gina Quinn on 2014-08-22 05:29:33 
Comments: 

969. Name: William Thomas on 2014-08-22 054513 
Comments: 

970. Name: Les Klahn on 2014-08-22 06:15:33 
Comments: 
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971. Name: Ann Ritchelli 
Comments: 

on 2014-08-22 06:22:35 

972. Name: Cindy Bowman on 2014-08-22 06:46:25 
Comments: 

973. Name: Dorie McDaniel on 2014-08-22 06:46:47 
Comments: I vote NO! 

974. Name: Cindy Bowman on 2014-08-22 06:48:22 
Comments: 

975. Name: Walter McDaniel on 2014-08-22 06:54:11 
Comments: I oppose re-consolidation with the Agua Fria Wastewater District. The 
previous decision was well thought out and nothing has changed. 

976. Name: Diane Hampson on 2014-08-22 07:11:14 
Comments: 

977. Name: Alyssa White on 2014-08-22 11:28:58 
Comments: No reconsolidation. 

978. Name: Allen Smith on 2014-08-22 11:38:17 
Comments: enough is enough , this has already been settled. 

979. Name: Richard Margherita on 2014-08-22 12:00:49 
Comments: 

980. Name: John Binns on 2014-08-22 12:20:10 
Comments: 

981. Name: Sara zappia on 2014-08-22 12:23:47 
Comments: 

982. Name: Bill Marrs on 2014-08-22 12:36:10 
Comments: Consolidate all of Epcor's water districts. 

983. Name: Lynn Jakubik on 2014-08-22 12:37:51 
Comments: No reconsolidation. 

984. Name: Stephen Quine on 2014-08-22 12:58:33 
Comments: 
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985. Name: garry stratychuk on 2014-08-22 13:14:17 
Comments: 

986. Name: Kevin Lukes on 2014-08-22 13:27:16 
Comments: 

987. Name: Roger carson on 2014-08-22 13:28:54 
Comments: Oppose Reconsolidation I oppose the reconsolidation of the Agua Fria 
Wastewaster District 

988. Name: Lisa Domecq on 2014-08-22 13:46:02 
Comments: 

989. Name: Beth Winser on 2014-08-22 13:46:32 
Comments: Oppose 

990. Name: Earl Carlow on 2014-08-22 13:53:39 
Comments: 

991. Name: Elizabeth Carl on 2014-08-22 13:57:44 
Comments: 

992. Name: Scott Stanforfd on 2014-08-22 14:13:50 
Comments: no reconsolidation 

993. Name: Patricia Haley on 2014-08-22 14:16:08 
Comments: no reconsolidation 

994. Name: Joan Chludzinski on 2014-08-22 14:26:17 
Comments: 

995. Name: Donald Allen on 2014-08-22 14:31:38 
Comments: No reconsolidation 

996. Name: Kenneth Charters on 2014-08-22 14:39:59 
Comments: No reconsolidation 

997. Name: Jeff Ward on 2014-08-22 14:44:31 
Comments: 

998. Name: Pat Henson on 2014-08-22 14:46:39 
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Comments: 

999. Name: Joe Volinsky on 2014-08-22 14:53:34 
Comments: Oppose Reconsolidation 

1000. Name: Cynthia Tegge on 2014-08-22 14:58:06 
Comments: 

1001. Name: Ralph Sauceda on 2014-08-22 153549 
Comments: 

1002. Name: Richard Shaw on 2014-08-22 153720 
Comments: Let's vote for all district consolidation. 

1003. Name: John Trent on 2014-08-22 154359 
Comments: Opposed to reconsolidating 

1004. Name: Brian/Joanne Manning on 2014-08-22 15:49:09 
Comments: We oppose reconsolidation 

1005. Name: Rick Madsen on 2014-08-22 15:56:55 
Comments: 

1006. Name: JUDY EGGLESTON on 2014-08-22 16:00:18 
Comments: we absolutely oppose reconsolidation 

1007. Name: David Stepien on 201 4-08-22 162324 
Comments: 

1008. Name: D on 2014-08-22 16:32:49 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation! 

1009. Name: Tracy Alvarez on 2014-08-22 16:52:45 
Comments: I oppose the reconsolidation 

101 0. Name: Greg Alvarez on 201 4-08-22 165423 
Comments: We oppose the reconsolidation! 

101 1. Name: John Bryan on 2014-08-22 17:09:21 
Comments: 

1012. Name: Vivian Tortorella on 2014-08-22 17:21:52 
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Comments: 

1013. Name: Ron Skaer on 2014-08-22 172829 
Comments: We do not support reconsolidating of Anthem and Agua Fria wastewater 
districts. Our water bills in Anthem, especially the wastewater portion, are very, very 
high. 

1014. Name: Jackie Skaer on 2014-08-22 17:29:44 
Comments: Our water rates are too high 

1015. Name: Arthur Ferreira Jr on 2014-08-22 17:35:57 
Comments: 

1016. Name: Virginia Altieri on 2014-08-22 17:54:08 
Comments: 

101 7. Name: Gerard Boll on 201 4-08-22 18:06: 16 
Comments: 

1018. Name: Barbara L. Spindel on 2014-08-22 18:37:24 
Comments: oppose 

101 9. Name: Paul C. Anderson 
Comments: I totally oppose the reconsolidation option. 

on 201 4-08-22 1859: 10 

1020. Name: Craig Silveus on 2014-08-22 19: 10:19 
Comments: 

1021. Name: Gary W. Lang on 2014-08-22 19:29:44 
Comments: Unfair to expect Anthem residents to pay for facilities they will never use or 
impact. 

1022. Name: Kathi E. Lang on 2014-08-22 19:32:07 
Comments: Anthem's high rates shouldn't go even higher to subsidize facilities we will 
never use. 

1023. Name: Ricki Feiner on 2014-08-22 19:48:57 
Comments: 

~~ 

1024. Name: Diane Larson on 2014-08-22 20:46:41 
Comments: I oppose 
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1025. Name: Andrew Lasich on 2014-08-22 20:49:52 
Comments: 

1026. Name: John Colaiacovo on 2014-08-22 21 :32:58 
Comments: adding one red cent to an already over onflated water bill is beyond 
comprehension 

1027. Name: Pamela Goodrich-Boggs on 2014-08-22 21 :34:36 
Comments: 

1028. Name: Helen Gwynn on 2014-08-22 22:05:24 
Comments: 

1029. Name: Joann Andrejeski on 2014-08-22 22:28:33 
Comments: 

1030. Name: Donald Jacobsen on 2014-08-22 22:31:02 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1031. Name: Gladwin G Beem on 2014-08-22 223721 
Comments: The Anthem (East) water cost is too #*+# high !!! 

1032. Name: Ashleigh Barlow on 2014-08-22 22:54:27 
Comments: 

1033. Name: Robert Stewart on 2014-08-22 22:59:42 
Comments: 

1034. Name: Charles negrelli on 2014-08-22 23:28:13 
Comments: 

1035. Name: Karen Lyons on 2014-08-22 23:38:30 
Comments: 

1036. Name: Robert Leece on 2014-08-22 23:40:39 
Comments: 

1037. Name: James C. Bragg on 2014-08-23 00:52:28 
Comments: 

~~~ 

1038. Name: David & Doris Patton on 2014-08-23 01:23:01 
Comments: The Arizona Corporation Commission has determined consolidation is unjust 
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and unreasonable to Anthem residents. To reconsolidate just exacerbates the problem. 
~~ 

1039. Name: Ray and Dale Norris on 2014-08-23 03:15:37 
Comments: 

1040. Name: Nick MacDonald on 2014-08-23 04:03:05 
Comments: There needs to be a fair flate rate across the board for everyone not just 
Anthem. 

1041. Name: Andrea Fankhauser on 2014-08-23 04:50:29 
Comments: 

1042. Name: Chris Jensen on 2014-08-23 051 1 : I  3 
Comments: 

1043. Name: Bill Boug on 2014-08-23 05:46:23 
Comments: 

1044. Name: jennifer knorr on 2014-08-23 06:08:10 
Comments: 

1045. Name: Anthony Gates on 2014-08-23 06:10:02 
Comments: 

1046. Name: Bertrand & Marie-Christine DUNOU on 2014-08-23 06:33:50 
Comments: 

1047. Name: Mark Grace on 2014-08-23 11:32:38 
Comments: I cannot afford another increase! 

1048. Name: Raymond L Hugh on 2014-08-23 12:51:05 
Comments: 

1049. Name: Jerry Kaylor on 2014-08-23 13:23:45 
Comments: 

~~ 

1050. Name: Tom Evangelista on 2014-08-23 13:34:21 
Comments: 

1051. Name: Marie Evangelista on 2014-08-23 13:35: 19 
Comments: 
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1052. Name: Christine Boucher 
Comments: I cannot afford another increase. It may be time to move out of Anthem! 

on 2014-08-23 14:14:36 

1053. Name: Tara on 2014-08-23 14:59:26 
Comments: This is ridiculous. Our water is already spiked! 

1054. Name: Sheryll Scaroulis on 2014-08-23 18:59:26 
Comments: 

1055. Name: George Scaroulis on 2014-08-23 19:01:07 
Comments: 

1056. Name: Douglas Greenstein on 2014-08-23 22:46:50 
Comments: 

1057. Name: Joyce Jones on 2014-08-23 22:50:45 
Comments: 

1058. Name: Thomas Pertee on 2014-08-23 23:09:06 
Comments: I reject 

1059. Name: Amy Carlson on 2014-08-24 01 : I  6:37 
Comments: 

1060. Name: James Yeakley on 2014-08-24 04:39:20 
Comments: 

1061. Name: Robert brown on 2014-08-24 04:41:36 
Comments: 

1062. Name: Janet Scangas on 2014-08-24 04:41:41 
Comments: 

1063. Name: Kevin Smith on 2014-08-24 05:23:25 
Comments: 

1064. Name: Cathy Hale on 201 4-08-24 10:42:30 
Comments: 

1065. Name: Kanani Guerra on 201 4-08-24 15:33:32 
Comments: 
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1066. Name: Josh Guerra on 201 4-08-24 15:34:17 
Comments: 

1067. Name: Bill Walter on 2014-08-24 154450 
Comments: 

1068. Name: Andrew Schulz on 2014-08-24 15:57:29 
Comments: 

1069. Name: Ann Costa on 201 4-08-24 16:47:34 
Comments: 

1070. Name: Jessica Tubbs on 2014-08-24 17:01:13 
Comments: 

1071. Name: Linda Keenan on 2014-08-24 18:31:58 
Comments: 

1072. Name: Philip Louison on 2014-08-24 18:56:38 
Comments: Resident of Anthem 

1073. Name: Arthur Vidrine on 2014-08-24 20:22:11 
Comments: 

1074. Name: jocelyn rochman on 2014-08-24 20:40:33 
Comments: we do not need higher water. 

1075. Name: ANNA & PHIL MORENO on 2014-08-24 23:08:20 
Comments: WE REJECT THE RECONSOLIDATION 

1076. Name: Carol Chmielewski on 2014-08-25 00:04:00 
Comments: I cannot afford another increase!!!!!!! 

1077. Name: Dennis Delph on 2014-08-25 02:20:32 
Comments: 

1078. Name: Linda Delph on 2014-08-25 02:25:35 
Comments: 

1079. Name: Michael Blount on 2014-08-25 06:29:04 
Comments: 
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1080. Name: Joseph and Andrea Gecho on 2014-08-25 14:07:55 
Comments: There is absolutely no reason to consolidate Anthem with Agua Fria. There 
facility has nothing to do with Anthem and I object to paying higher rates to subsidize their 
facility. 

1081. Name: Teresa Bacal on 2014-08-25 16:01:50 
Comments: 

1082. Name: Roger Willis on 2014-08-25 16:18:12 
Comments: Commission risks its good name by reneging on an agreement that was 
properly and legally negotiated. Shame on you for even considering reversing 
Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater deconsolidation! 

1083. Name: David T. Sheldon on 2014-08-25 18:33:56 
Comments: 

1084. Name: John Steven Hopper on 2014-08-25 20:21:59 
Comments: 

~ ~~~ 

1085. Name: Nancy Coy Hopper on 2014-08-25 20:24:30 
Comments: 

1086. Name: Athena Rivera on 2014-08-25 21:15:32 
Comments: 

1087. Name: Nicole Anderson on 2014-08-25 21 : I 543  
Comments: 

1088. Name: Dave and Linda Pluhowy on 2014-08-25 21:21:05 
Comments: Do not approve of this reconciliation 

1089. Name: Coralie Duckart on 2014-08-25 22:22:17 
Comments: 

1090. Name: Patricia Vecsey on 2014-08-25 22:40:29 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation. 

1091. Name: Charles Vecsey on 2014-08-25 22:41:06 
Comments: I oppose Reconsolidation. 

1092. Name: Timothy Carlson on 2014-08-25 23:36:05 
Comments: Keep existing settlement as previously decided by the Comission. Oppose 
Reconsolidation! 
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1093. Name: Donna M Kesot on 2014-08-25 23:57:46 
Comments: 

1094. Name: Nancy Glatt on 2014-08-26 00:05:58 
Comments: 

1095. Name: Sophie Konya on 2014-08-26 00:44:47 
Comments: 

1096. Name: Darren Wright on 2014-08-26 02:13:08 
Comments: Our water is already way too expensive 

1097. Name: Robert Linder on 2014-08-26 04:54:47 
Comments: 

1098. Name: Brent Niemerg on 2014-08-26 1 1 :52:20 
Comments: 

1099. Name: Vincent J.Lombardi on 2014-08-26 14:48:00 
Comments: Agree with ACC, we were promised lower and fairer and lower rates!! 

1100. Name: MICHELLE AMOS on 2014-08-26 15:42:58 
Comments: 

1101. Name: BERNARD PFILE on 2014-08-26 17:19:44 
Comments: I will pay my fair share. I don't want to subsidize anyone. 

1102. Name: Gregory Miller on 2014-08-26 18:13:22 
Comments: Please do not reconsolidate the Agua Fria Wastewater District 

1103. Name: Terry Murphy on 2014-08-26 19:31:15 
Comments: No more rate hikes. Pay too much as it is. Corporation Commission: for 
once do the right thing for the people not the companies. 

1104. Name: Karen Billideau on 2014-08-26 19:33:43 
Comments: 

1105. Name: Ruth James on 2014-08-26 21 :04:08 
Comments: 

1106. Name: Jim James on 2014-08-26 21:05:24 
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Comments: 

1107. Name: carol leite on 2014-08-26 22:45:57 
Comments: 

1 108. Name: Mark Gibbons on 201 4-08-26 23:19:43 
Comments: 

1109. Name: Cassandra Pelis on 2014-08-27 00:08:10 
Comments: 

1 1 IO. Name: Cynthia Kahler on 2014-08-27 00:26:42 
Comments: 

11 11. Name: Heather Colegrove on 2014-08-27 00:40:46 
Comments: 

~ 

11 12. Name: Megan Tortorella on 2014-08-27 03:39:48 
Comments: 

11 13. Name: Cheryl Swedberg on 2014-08-27 13:39:50 
Comments: Rates are already high. I definitely oppose this. 

11 14. Name: Stephen Swedberg on 2014-08-27 15:49:26 
Comments: 

11 15. Name: Belinda Floriano on 2014-08-27 16:OO:ll 
Comments: 

1 1 16. Name: Eric Gordillo on 2014-08-27 16:27:39 
Comments: This reconsolidation is absurd. Increasing ones cost to pay for a wastewater 
treatment facility that one does not currently use or will ever use is plain wrong. I hope 
voters remember this come election time. 

1117. Name: Nick Alexopoulos on 2014-08-27 17:05:19 
Comments: 

i 

~ ~ 

11 18. Name: Amber Hinderliter on 2014-08-27 19:36:44 
Comments: 

11 19. Name: Glenda Tucker on 2014-08-27 23:31:17 
Comments: 
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1120. Name: gary gillespie on 2014-08-28 00:24:26 
Comments: please oppose this merger. thank you 

~ 

1121. Name: Valerie Vinger on 2014-08-28 03:32:39 
Comments: 

1122. Name: John & Elsie Mayo on 2014-08-28 03:43:39 
Comments: We oppose Reconsolidation 

1123. Name: maureen moore on 2014-08-28 13:49:27 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1124. Name: Shelly Hammerslag on 2014-08-28 15:19:52 
Comments: 

1125. Name: Christine Fuerstenau on 2014-08-28 15:21:21 
Comments: 

1126. Name: Charlotte Pyles on 2014-08-28 15:28:34 
Comments: 

1127. Name: Dale Norris on 2014-08-28 15:29:41 
Comments: 

1128. Name: Alan Lee on 2014-08-28 15:31:27 
Comments: 

~~ 

1129. Name: Jerry Pyles on 2014-08-28 15:33:02 
Comments: 

1130. Name: Carmen Ballard on 2014-08-28 15:53:03 
Comments: 

1131. Name: Rick Harrison on 2014-08-28 16:08:32 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1132. Name: Jamie Wilson on 2014-08-28 16:10:02 
Comments: Absolutely ridiculous. Oppose Reconsolidation. 

1133. Name: Brooke Askew-Rossi on 2014-08-28 16:27:29 
Comments: 
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1134. Name: James L Robinson on 2014-08-28 16:44:01 
Comments: Strongly oppose this reconsolidation! 

1135. Name: Michael McCormick on 2014-08-28 16:49:32 
Comments: 

~~ ~ 

1136. Name: Amber Peters on 2014-08-28 16:56:09 
Comments: Anthem Resident "I can't even understand why I would have a water bill that 
exceeds $200 to start with when elsewhere in Phoenix my bills were never more than 
$70." 

1137. Name: Robert J Pinkerton on 2014-08-28 17:14:47 
Comments: 

I 138. Name: Grant Pavolka on 201 4-08-28 17:42:22 
Comments: 

1 139. Name: Gary Timm on 201 4-08-28 17:59:31 
Comments: This issue of water rates was addressed and settled in 2012. I think that 
decision should stand. 

1140. Name: Marilyn ohm on 2014-08-28 18:17:02 
Comments: 

1141. Name: Bonnie Braun on 2014-08-28 18:23:42 
Comments: 

1142. Name: charlotte schack on 2014-08-28 18:35:21 
Comments: 

~ ~~ ~~ 

1143. Name: Heather Zellers on 2014-08-28 18:41:27 
Comments: 

1144. Name: Kara Hyvarinen on 2014-08-28 19:05:00 
Comments: 

1145. Name: larry evans on 2014-08-28 19:12:39 
Comments: 

1146. Name: jennifer evans on 2014-08-28 19:19:06 
Comments: 
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1147. Name: Kelly Peterson on 2014-08-28 19:51:05 
Comments: 

1148. Name: JON M. COREY on 2014-08-28 21:34:26 
Comments: 

1149. Name: Delores Ruedinger on 2014-08-28 21:38:45 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation with Agua Fria Wastewater District 

1150. Name: Jeremy carson on 2014-08-28 21:50:02 
Comments: Oppose 

1151. Name: Pamela Fazekas on 2014-08-29 00:42:14 
Comments: 

~ 

1 152. Name: Louis cassone on 201 4-08-29 00:51:04 
Comments: Full consolidation is only fair way to go. 

1153. Name: Cindy Smith on 2014-08-29 01:03:03 
Comments: 

1154. Name: John Rothfork on 2014-08-29 01:44:01 
Comments: rothfork@hotmail.com 

1155. Name: Kathleen Frankel on 2014-08-29 01:57:04 
Comments: 

1156. Name: KM Bradburn on 2014-08-29 02:02:06 
Comments: 

1157. Name: Mike Spinelli on 2014-08-29 02:09:58 
Comments: 

1158. Name: Alan Telford on 2014-08-29 02:27:22 
Comments: Do not reconsollidate, and leave the original deconsolidation in place. 

1159. Name: Melissa on 2014-08-29 02:39:57 
Comments: 

1160. Name: Christine Willis on 2014-08-29 03:58:42 
Comments: 
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1161. Name: lisa Halman on 2014-08-29 04:00:21 
Comments: 

1162. Name: Nancy Buckner on 2014-08-29 04:13:51 
Comments: 

1 163. Name: Benjamin Kesler on 2014-08-29 04: 18:28 
Comments: This is contrary to an agreement already stuck. Anthem water rates are 
already too high! 

1 164. Name: Susan Jackson on 2014-08-29 0427: 12 
Comments: 

1165. Name: Jeff Swanitz on 2014-08-29 04:28:34 
Comments: Leave the current rates and utility status as is! Rates are already too high in 
Anthem! 

1166. Name: Ro Logrippo Spinelli on 2014-08-29 04:28:46 
Comments: This is an outrage. It is totally unfair and unacceptable for Anthem residents 
to pay for water that another district is using. It makes as much sense as paying for 
someone else's mortgage. Amen. 

1167. Name: Tracey ingalls on 2014-08-29 04:38:42 
Comments: Keep your word! 

1168. Name: Linda McCarthy on 2014-08-29 04:43:03 
Comments: I oppose the reconsolidation 

1169. Name: Diane Cavallo on 2014-08-29 04:51:40 
Comments: 

1170. Name: Michele Johnson on 2014-08-29 07:50:49 
Comments: 

1171. Name: Kendra on 2014-08-29 14:10:32 
Comments: 

1172. Name: Carolyn Stoick on 2014-08-29 14:24:16 
Comments: Totally oppose reconsolidation. Whole concept is ridiculous. 

1173. Name: Michael Fina on 2014-08-29 14:47:11 
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Comments: When is enough will be enough? The residents of Anthem have been 
consistently getting gouged by this water company for the past 10 years beginning with 
Arizona American Water, now Epcor! I've heard every lame excuse in the world why they 
should raise rates, almost doubling water bills. While in places like California have bigger 
legitimate problems, like drought, only raise rates -5%. The way the ACC have made 
their decisions in the past, mostly against Anthem residents, these politicians seem to be 
bought off by big corporations so the little guy takes it in the rear! In my opinion, these 
people should be in jail! 

1174. Name: Paola Caceres on 2014-08-29 14:56:51 
Comments: 

1175. Name: Maley Walsh on 2014-08-29 15:37:10 
Comments: Our water bill is already unreasonably high! 

1 176. Name: William Copsey on 201 4-08-29 154756 
Comments: Our water bills are already extremely high 

1177. Name: John Coleman on 2014-08-29 16:06:56 
Comments: water and waste water ridiculously outrageously high. 

1178. Name: Jill Madzik on 2014-08-29 16:08:59 
Comments: 

1179. Name: Vickie Peth on 2014-08-29 16:09:47 
Comments: 

1180. Name: Walter Reiman on 2014-08-29 16:20:50 
Comments: 

1181. Name: Walter Reiman on 2014-08-29 16:21:12 
Comments: 

1182. Name: Jesse Eng on 2014-08-29 16:25:52 
Comments: Our water and wastewater bills are already very high. I oppose 
reconsolidation of the anthem and agua fria wastewater districts. 

~ ______ ~_________ 

1183. Name: Kevin F. McCarthy on 2014-08-29 17:17:07 
Comments: 

1184. Name: Angela Benson on 2014-08-29 17:32:51 
Comments: 
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1185. Name: Derrik Easley on 2014-08-29 17:35:23 
Comments: Epcor rates are already outrageous! We don't need to be paying them more! 

1 186. Name: Ro Vaselaar on 201 4-08-29 17:40:15 
Comments: 

1187. Name: Bob Jaynes on 2014-08-29 185658 
Comments: 

1188. Name: Elizabeth Ling on 2014-08-29 19:34:14 
Comments: our water rates are outrageous now!! 

1189. Name: John L Sousa on 2014-08-29 20:17:22 
Comments: I am ABSOLUTELY OPPOSE reconsolidation. 

1190. Name: Jane Ritter on 2014-08-29 20:32:16 
Comments: 

1191. Name: Paul Raczkowski on 2014-08-29 205558 
Comments: Consolidation of the regional Epcor system has some financial merit & 
would give incentive to run the entire operation as efficiently as possible. 
Reconsolidating the Agua system with the larger Anthem one sounds like a scheme for 
the parent company to recoup operating losses not obtained through ACC Agua rate 
increases. 

1192. Name: William Slosarik on 2014-08-30 00:06:10 
Comments: 

1193. Name: Prem on 2014-08-30 03:57:18 
Comments: 

~ 

1194. Name: Barbara Symmonds on 2014-08-30 04:22:52 
Comments: 

1195. Name: Sean Toomey on 2014-08-30 08:05:42 
Comments: Oppose 

1196. Name: Sharon Millett on 2014-08-30 14:21:40 
Comments: 

1197. Name: Kim Kolberg on 2014-08-30 14:50:04 
Comments: 
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1 198. Name: Joseph E Dondanville on 2014-08-30 15: 1500 
Comments: I oppose the reconsolidation 

1 199. Name: Casey Cottrell on 2014-08-30 15:30:53 
Comments: 

1200. Name: Craig A Coddington on 2014-08-30 17:48:44 
Comments: 

1201. Name: Brian Woods on 2014-08-31 00:51:20 
Comments: 

1202. Name: Teresa Kruger on 2014-08-31 01:38:39 
Comments: 

1203. Name: Brandon Olivas on 2014-08-31 04:12:24 
Comments: 

1204. Name: Joyce Traylor on 2014-08-31 04:33:24 
Comments: Oppose Reconsolidation 

~~ ~ ~~ 

1205. Name: steve and dorothy mccarty on 2014-08-31 14:41:35 
Comments: oppose reconsolidation 

1206. Name: Chris alevritis on 2014-08-31 17:35:06 
Comments: 

1207. Name: Edward Shadley on 2014-08-31 21 :04:30 
Comments: 

1208. Name: Susan Peddie on 2014-09-01 00:34:33 
Comments: 

1209. Name: Fernando Turrietta on 2014-09-01 01 :48:49 
Comments: 

121 0. Name: Karen Batson on 2014-09-01 16:48:44 
Comments: 

121 1. Name: Federico Zamora on 2014-09-01 17:00:19 
Comments: 
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1212. Name: robert west on 2014-09-01 19:08:01 
Comments: opposed 

121 3. Name: Shirley Coddington on 2014-09-01 23:44:15 
Comments: 

1214. Name: Dennis Brower on 2014-09-02 01:39:20 
Comments: 

1215. Name: Joy Brower on 2014-09-02 01:41:22 
Comments: 

1216. Name: keith coddington on 2014-09-02 054552 
Comments: 

_____ ~~~ ~~ ______ ~ 

121 7. Name: Gary Yiatchos on 2014-09-02 17:43:18 
Comments: Leave the decision as is or consolidate the entire Maricopa County but don't 
return to the inequitable reconsolidating with Aqua Fria Waterwater District 

1218. Name: John Schwalbach on 2014-09-02 18:22:54 
Comments: oppose consolidation 

121 9. Name: Ellie Dotson on 2014-09-02 18:56:20 
Comments: 

1220. Name: Kristen Taylor on 2014-09-02 19:25:06 
Comments: 

1221. Name: Holly DeWald on 2014-09-02 21:23:31 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1222. Name: Denis MacPherson on 2014-09-02 22:24:07 
Comments: 

~~ _ _ _ ~  

1223. Name: Evan Baltz on 2014-09-02 23:04:55 
Comments: 

1224. Name: Larry Link on 2014-09-03 00:48:42 
Comments: I oppose the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua 
Fria Wastewater District! 

1225. Name: Colleen Christman on 2014-09-03 00:52:10 
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Comments: 

1226. Name: Carol Moore on 2014-09-03 01:54:52 
Comments: THIS IS OUTRAGEOUS. YOU WILL THINK OF EVERY WAY YOU CAN TO 
STEAL MONEY FROM THE HOMEOWNERS. SHAME ON YOU. YOUR RATES ARE 
EXCESSSIVE ALREADY 

1227. Name: Jessica lams on 2014-09-03 02:22:33 
Comments: 

1228. Name: Sue Jaeger Mitchell on 2014-09-03 03:05:25 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

~~ 

1229. Name: Dave Mitchell on 2014-09-03 03:07:57 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1230. Name: Dorian Brown on 2014-09-03 17:59:34 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1231. Name: Angela Cook on 2014-09-03 19:37:48 
Comments: 

1232. Name: Michelle Walford on 2014-09-03 22:37:19 
Comments: 

1233. Name: Thelma Enzie on 2014-09-04 01:44:45 
Comments: 

~~ 

1234. Name: Mark Sasser on 2014-09-04 16:33:52 
Comments: 

1235. Name: jane teixeira on 2014-09-04 17:28:02 
Comments: 

1236. Name: David Kelly on 2014-09-04 17:36:36 
Comments: 

1237. Name: Mikki sapien on 2014-09-04 17:37:00 
Comments: 

1238. Name: Molly Allen on 2014-09-04 17:38:06 
Comments: Oppose 

Page 95 of 131 



~ ~~~ 

1239. Name: MONICA HARRINGTON on 2014-09-04 17:40:17 
Comments: 

1240. Name: Danielle Oropeza on 2014-09-04 17:44:08 
Comments: 

~ 

1241. Name: Matt Lohr on 2014-09-04 17:47:23 
Comments: Oppose reconsolidation! 

1242. Name: Alex Sapien on 2014-09-04 17:47:25 
Comments: 

1243. Name: Travis Ringe on 2014-09-04 18:08:04 
Comments: 

~ 

1244. Name: Donna Engelhart on 2014-09-04 18:41 : I 6  
Comments: 

1245. Name: Amanda Oliver on 2014-09-04 18:45:20 
Comments: 

1246. Name: Justin Saball on 2014-09-04 18:47:34 
Comments: Oppose 

1247. Name: Danyelle Hill on 201 4-09-04 18:58: 17 
Comments: Our water bill is outrageous! 

1248. Name: Jan Sorenson on 2014-09-04 19:12:13 
Comments: no reconsolidation! 

~ ~ _ _ _ _ _  ~ 

1249. Name: Corinne Bobbie on 2014-09-04 19:13:50 
Comments: Our water bill is crazy high! We didn't oversees for summer this year because 
we wee afraid of what the already outrageous bill might become!! 

1250. Name: Laura Riddle on 2014-09-04 19:21:18 
Comments: Oppose reconsilidation with Agua Fria Wastewater District 

1251. Name: adam raley on 2014-09-04 19:36:55 
Comments: 

1252. Name: Kwailan Barsotti on 201 4-09-04 19:50:40 
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Comments: 

1253. Name: Jessica Gamez on 2014-09-04 1956: 15 
Comments: We already pay too much! 

1254. Name: Riccardo Pennuto on 2014-09-04 20:03:35 
Comments: our rates can not go any higher. it's highway robbery what we pay 

1255. Name: angie nelson on 2014-09-04 20:43:46 
Comments: 

1256. Name: April Paulson on 2014-09-04 21:00:38 
Comments: 

1257. Name: Terrence Mullarkey on 2014-09-04 21 :53:11 
Comments: AZ Corp Commission - Do not go back on your committment to Anthem 

1258. Name: Richard Monahan on 2014-09-04 21 :55:04 
Comments: 

1259. Name: Kurt Duerksen on 2014-09-04 21:55:04 
Comments: 

1260. Name: glenn philllips on 2014-09-04 21:56:17 
Comments: 

~ ~ 

1261. Name: Bob Bleecker on 2014-09-04 215657 
Comments: 

1262. Name: Betty Staniec on 2014-09-04 215659 
Comments: 

1263. Name: Kathleen Edbrooke on 2014-09-04 21:58:33 
Comments: 

1264. Name: Stephen Johnson on 2014-09-04 22:02:04 
Comments: This increase is unreasonable and unnecessary! 

~~ ~ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ~ 

1265. Name: Robin Bernardy on 2014-09-04 22:03:02 
Comments: 

1266. Name: John Barchi on 2014-09-04 22:03:19 
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Comments: 

1267. Name: van torrey on 2014-09-04 22:04:24 
Comments: Do not raise our already out-of-control water rates. 

1268. Name: Jerry Hohensee on 2014-09-04 22:04:42 
Comments: 

1269. Name: Lori Spath on 2014-09-04 22:05:56 
Comments: As a new resident, I thought this issue was resolved. How unfair to find out 
the rules have changed 

1270. Name: Stephen Swedberg on 2014-09-04 22:06:03 
Comments: 

1271. Name: Erin Duffy on 2014-09-04 22:07:15 
Comments: 

1272. Name: John Anderson on 2014-09-04 22:08:02 
Comments: 

1273. Name: Trey Hughes on 2014-09-04 22:09:37 
Comments: 

1274. Name: Kevin Townsend on 2014-09-04 22:11:20 
Comments: 

1275. Name: Norma Cantu on 2014-09-04 22:12:32 
Comments: rates already so high! 

1276. Name: Mary Sue Johnson Knight on 2014-09-04 22: 12:43 
Comments: 

1277. Name: Constanty DeCinko on 2014-09-04 22:12:46 
Comments: Lower our rates! 

1278. Name: Trudy Taylor on 2014-09-04 22:13:25 
Comments: 

1279. Name: Pamela Charnota on 2014-09-04 22:15:17 
Comments: New to Anthem doesn't seem fair to reconsolidate after an agreement 
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1280. Name: Murray Gordon on 2014-09-04 22: 15:46 
Comments: Someone or some people must be yanking the commissions chain to vacilate 
on their decision process. No guts, no glory. Sounds like what our US Congress would 
pull. 

1281. Name: Chad Kurtzman on 2014-09-04 22:16:18 
Comments: 

1282. Name: Lawrence Charnota on 2014-09-04 221  6:57 
Comments: I am opposed to the reconsolidation 

1283. Name: Dennis dandria on 2014-09-04 22: 17: 19 
Comments: 

1284. Name: Catherine Jantzen on 2014-09-04 22: 1720 
Comments: Enough! 

1285. Name: Debra Vaight on 2014-09-04 22: 17:36 
Comments: 

1286. Name: Diane Smith on 2014-09-04 22:17:47 
Comments: I am firmly against reconsolidation and an increase in my bill!!!! 

1287. Name: Paul LaJeunesse on 2014-09-04 22:17:56 
Comments: 

1288. Name: Rosy Singh on 201 4-09-04 22: 1853 
Comments: 

1289. Name: raymond ybarra on 2014-09-04 22:19:31 
Comments: 

1290. Name: Stephen Goodman on 2014-09-04 22:19:51 
Comments: 

1291. Name: Vicki Bartimoccia on 2014-09-04 22:24:59 
Comments: 

1292. Name: Don Charleston on 2014-09-04 22:25: 14 
Comments: The rates are already way too highr!! 

1293. Name: Patricia Hubbard on 2014-09-04 22:25:20 

Page 99 of 131 



Comments: I sure hope everyone who voted for Doug Little and that other utilities puppet 
are happy now. 

1294. Name: Bill Wuestenhoefer on 2014-09-04 22:27:09 
Comments: 

1295. Name: Les Klahn on 2014-09-04 22:27:46 
Comments: 

1296. Name: Carol Hanrath on 2014-09-04 22:34:52 
Comments: 

1297. Name: Tracy Begalke on 2014-09-04 22:34:59 
Comments: 

1298. Name: Rachel Hughes on 2014-09-04 22:36:37 
Comments: 

1299. Name: Gary Gradke on 2014-09-04 22:37:40 
Comments: 

1300. Name: Ken Miller on 2014-09-04 22:50:55 
Comments: So much for watching out for the citizens of this state. The commission can 
even keep it's own decisions. 

1301. Name: Victoria Boyd on 2014-09-04 22:51:16 
Comments: 

1302. Name: Gail Wuestenhoefer on 2014-09-04 22:53:43 
Comments: 

1303. Name: Cindy Sparks on 2014-09-04 22:58:53 
Comments: 

1304. Name: Kimberly Harris on 2014-09-04 23:02:56 
Comments: 

1305. Name: Barbara Broyles on 2014-09-04 23:04:21 
Comments: Our water costs are too high now! Do not increase them. 

1306. Name: Neil Hampson on 2014-09-04 23:20:27 
Comments: 
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1307. Name: Daniel Watts on 2014-09-04 23:22:21 
Comments: 

~ 

1308. Name: Deborah Watts on 2014-09-04 23:23:51 
Comments: 

1309. Name: Harry M. Kaplan on 2014-09-04 23:33:39 
Comments: Our rates are already higher than most! 

1310. Name: Henry Cinti on 2014-09-04 23:33:49 
Comments: 

131 1. Name: Harleston Runion on 2014-09-04 23:39:33 
Comments: I'm on fixed income and don't need to pay for someone else's failure to 
update when I'm already paying for mine. 

1312. Name: Harleston Runion on 2014-09-04 23:39:52 
Comments: I'm on fixed income and don't need to pay for someone else's failure to 
update when I'm already paying for mine. 

131 3. Name: K Duane Kirk on 2014-09-04 23:41:00 
Comments: 

1314. Name: George H Philbrick on 2014-09-04 23:41:01 
Comments: 

131 5. Name: Earl Carlow on 2014-09-04 23:46:16 
Comments: 

1316. Name: Robert C Williams Jr on 2014-09-04 23:48:33 
Comments: 

131 7. Name: Mark Zimmerman on 2014-09-04 23:51:55 
Comments: 

1318. Name: John Ballou on 2014-09-04 23:55:20 
Comments: 

~~ 

1319. Name: David Taylor on 2014-09-04 23:56:24 
Comments: Either leave the rate alone or combine all districts into one. 
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1320. Name: Richard Kruse on 2014-09-04 23:58:15 
Comments: 

1321. Name: Rose marmol on 2014-09-04 23:58:29 
Comments: Enough of the obscene rates!!! 

1322. Name: Larry Bahn on 2014-09-04 23:59:30 
Comments: 

~ 

1323. Name: Robert P Hall on 2014-09-05 00:02:28 
Comments: This is unbelievable that this commission would even consider reversing their 
decision!! 

1324. Name: Murray Little on 2014-09-05 00:02:50 
Comments: We pay enough as it is 

1325. Name: Charles E Filteau on 2014-09-05 00:04:13 
Comments: I purchased a lot and had a home built in Anthem in 2002. One of the 
reasons I did so was the promise of water. Never, in my most horrible dreams, did I 
believe that someone would purchase the rights to our water and then try to consolidate 
our water district with another district (Agua Fria) just so that we could help finance the 
Aqua Fria district to reduce their costs at the expense of increaing our costs. IT JUST 
ISN'T FAIR. Their water district is miles from us. 

1326. Name: Don Trefry on 2014-09-05 00:05:20 
Comments: I OPPOSE RECONSOLIDATION WITH AGUA FRlA AND BELIEVE THE 
COMMISSION MUST HONOR THEIR COMMITMENT 

~ ~ ~~ 

1327. Name: Ruben Kafenbaum on 2014-09-05 00:14:31 
Comments: I reject the ACC considering to reconsolidate the Anthem Wastewater District 
and the Agua Fria Wastewater District as an equatable solution. 

1328. Name: jack vogel on 2014-09-05 00:15:58 
Comments: 

1329. Name: richard fiori on 2014-09-05 00:17:41 
Comments: 

1330. Name: Phil Abbinanti on 2014-09-05 00:27:07 
Comments: Commission should honor their commitment 

1331. Name: Patsy Long on 201 4-09-05 00:30:29 
Comments: THIS RATE INCREASE HAS TO STOP. HOW CAN THEY KEEP 
CHANGING THEIR MINDS ON THIS. IT'S ALREADY A DONE DEAL. EPCOR HAS 
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MADE A COMMITMENT 

1332. Name: Cindy Bone on 2014-09-05 00:32:23 
Comments: 

1333. Name: Brian Berg on 2014-09-05 00:34:27 
Comments: 

1334. Name: Lori Patterson on 2014-09-05 00:35:27 
Comments: 

1335. Name: Stewart Gill on 2014-09-05 00:37:15 
Comments: 

1336. Name: Jane H Shaw on 2014-09-05 00:39:39 
Comments: 

1337. Name: Michael Rucker on 2014-09-05 00:53:08 
Comments: 

1338. Name: Mike Knapp on 2014-09-05 005857 
Comments: 

1339. Name: Stan Huff on 2014-09-05 01:08:30 
Comments: 

1340. Name: Arleen & Lee Boyer on 2014-09-05 01:13:31 
Comments: 

1341. Name: Jerry Baker on 2014-09-05 01:13:36 
Comments: Agree with our petition 

1342. Name: Stephen Weber on 2014-09-05 01:21:02 
Comments: 

1343. Name: marvin lieber on 2014-09-05 01:37:09 
Comments: no raise in water fees 

1344. Name: Colleen Christman on 2014-09-05 01 :41:01 
Comments: 

1345. Name: Barry Allan on 2014-09-05 01 :51:20 
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Comments: 

1346. Name: Mitch Zarowny on 2014-09-05 01 :54:20 
Comments: 

1347. Name: Babette Smith on 2014-09-05 01 :56:38 
Comments: Be a promise keeper! 

1348. Name: Jack Maltby on 2014-09-05 02:00:51 
Comments: 

1349. Name: Andrew Fayen on 201 4-09-05 02:09:09 
Comments: 

1350. Name: Joe Petromzio on 2014-09-05 02:25:08 
Comments: 

1351. Name: Yvonne Zarowny on 2014-09-05 02:29:34 
Comments: 

1352. Name: Slawomir Organowski on 2014-09-05 02:32:47 
Comments: keep wastewater rates low for Anthem 

1353. Name: Katherine DeGrandchamp on 2014-09-05 03:06:53 
Comments: please do NOT increase our wastewater rate! 

1354. Name: Andrew Zychowski on 2014-09-05 03:17:47 
Comments: No increases! 

1355. Name: michelle nicholas on 2014-09-05 03:18:28 
Comments: 

1356. Name: Gail on 2014-09-05 03:20:39 
Comments: 

1357. Name: Courtney Todd on 2014-09-05 03:21:55 
Comments: 

1358. Name: Linda Procter on 2014-09-05 04:42: 15 
Comments: Do not reconsolidate Anthem back into the Agua Fria Wasteater District. Our 
rates are already among the highest combined water and wastewater rates in Arizona. 
Enough is enough! 
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1359. Name: Bonnie J. Resteiner on 2014-09-05 04:55:53 
Comments: 

1360. Name: Rosalyn Callahan on 2014-09-05 04:59:29 
Comments: 

1361. Name: Rosalyn Callahan on 2014-09-05 04:59:30 
Comments: 

1362. Name: Emily Locke on 2014-09-05 05:10:06 
Comments: 

1363. Name: Mlchelle Shapiro on 2014-09-05 05:34:57 
Comments: 

1364. Name: Dale rankin on 2014-09-05 05:38:04 
Comments: 

1365. Name: May Abadi on 201 4-09-05 06:04:07 
Comments: 

1366. Name: Sean Rankin on 2014-09-05 06:05:23 
Comments: 

1367. Name: Vicki Herring on 2014-09-05 IO: 16:57 
Comments: 

~~ ~ 

1368. Name: Roland Coleman on 2014-09-05 10:39:48 
Comments: A deal is a deal. 

1369. Name: Robert Golanski on 2014-09-05 1 1 :07:59 
Comments: 

1370. Name: jeff Clark on 2014-09-05 11 :41:05 
Comments: 

1371. Name: Andrew Berry on 2014-09-05 12:19:52 
Comments: 

1372. Name: Ed Begalke on 2014-09-05 124218 
Comments: Keep your word! 
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1373. Name: Mark Kalas on 2014-09-05 13:06:03 
Comments: 

1374. Name: Jennifer Hughes on 2014-09-05 13:40:16 
Comments: 

1375. Name: Beth Geyer on 201 4-09-05 13:48:45 
Comments: 

1376. Name: Katie Chenault on 2014-09-05 13:55:19 
Comments: 

1377. Name: Mark Hughes on 2014-09-05 13:59:03 
Comments: 

1378. Name: Trent Traylor on 2014-09-05 14:01:17 
Comments: 

~~ 

1379. Name: Julie Schoppaul on 2014-09-05 14:03:11 
Comments: We oppose the reconsolidating--do NOT increase our water rates--we cannot 
handle it! 

1380. Name: Matthew Shapiro on 2014-09-05 14:04:16 
Comments: Because a $1 50 water bill is ridiculous. And that doesnt even include waste 
management! 

1381. Name: AL AND JUDY CARLOTTI on 2014-09-05 14:25:02 
Comments: WE OPPOSE RECONSOLIDATION---OUR WATER BILLS ARE WAY TO 
HIGH NOW !!! 

1382. Name: AL AND JUDY CARLOTTI on 2014-09-05 14:25:03 
Comments: WE OPPOSE RECONSOLIDATION---OUR WATER BILLS ARE WAY TO 
HIGH NOW !!! 

1383. Name: Gary and Marge Bartlett on 2014-09-05 14:39:42 
Comments: 

1384. Name: Angie McFarland on 2014-09-05 15:07:08 
Comments: Our water bills are already ridiculously high. 

1385. Name: Kenneth Compton on 2014-09-05 15:21:33 
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Comments: 
~~ 

1386. Name: Louis Spiegel on 2014-09-05 15:29:50 
Comments: 

1387. Name: Annetta Spiegel on 2014-09-05 15:32:32 
Comments: I am a retiree on a fixed income. I feel the water rates are already very 
expensive! 

1388. Name: Daniel Russell on 2014-09-05 1542: 15 
Comments: I watched what you did with regard to increasing our electric utility rates. It 
actually COST us money to do what you told us to do by CONSERVING OUR UTILITY 
USE. Now you are planning to increase our water rates so residents in other communities 
can lower their utility rates. If you do this I promise to do EVERYTHING I can to unseat 
you in COMING ELECTIONS, even if it COST US MONEY to do so. I intend to build an 
Anthem Tea Party "Advocacy Campaign" to unseat you if you approve a plan that raises 
our wastewater cost so residents in other communities can lower their rates. This type of 
"thinking" is not what we voted you into office to do. Trust us, we mean this. 

~~ 

1389. Name: jeanette nanson on 2014-09-05 154355 
Comments: 

1390. Name: John Lauher on 2014-09-05 154756 
Comments: This is an OUTRAGE! Politics at their worst! 

1391. Name: Joe Hamilton on 2014-09-05 1550: 12 
Comments: 

1392. Name: Jon Meyers on 2014-09-05 15:59:40 
Comments: 

1393. Name: Rita and David Romeo on 2014-09-05 16:08:35 
Comments: Enough!!!!! 

1394. Name: Nancee Langley on 2014-09-05 16:16:23 
Comments: Unfair to reverse decision. We pay some of the highest rates in the valley 
already. 

1395. Name: Mike Bourg on 2014-09-05 16:27: 12 
Comments: 

1396. Name: Michelle lrizarry on 2014-09-05 16:33:39 
Comments: 
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1397. Name: gerald thaut on 2014-09-05 16:38:04 
Comments: enough! 

1398. Name: Stephen F Grover on 2014-09-05 16:39:35 
Comments: 

1399. Name: Kathleen Grover on 201 4-09-05 16:42:08 
Comments: 

1400. Name: Nathaniel Walters on 2014-09-05 16:42:52 
Comments: 

1401. Name: Rick Bloyer on 2014-09-05 16:43:50 
Comments: 

1402. Name: Rick Nollenberger on 2014-09-05 17: 15:41 
Comments: 

1403. Name: Nicole Hannan on 2014-09-05 17:31 :I5 
Comments: AZ 

4404. Name: Eugene DeCarli, Jr. on 2014-09-05 17:36:39 
Comments: 

1405. Name: donald wertheim on 2014-09-05 18:05:33 
Comments: 

1406. Name: James Rich on 2014-09-05 18:30:50 
Comments: 

1407. Name: John Dey on 2014-09-05 19:13:39 
Comments: Something is very wrong if our already unreasonable water rates are not 
enough. 

1408. Name: Yvonne Prevost 
Comments: We already pay more than we should have to now. 

on 201 4-09-05 19: 1 8: 1 8 

1409. Name: Stefan Goldstein on 2014-09-05 19:29:15 
Comments: 

1410. Name: Christina Holt on 2014-09-05 19:36:02 
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Comments: 

141 1. Name: Robert Holt on 2014-09-05 19:46:07 
Comments: 

1412. Name: Maria Lennon on 2014-09-05 19:57:54 
Comments: 

1413. Name: Amy Pieh on 2014-09-05 20:32:51 
Comments: 

1414. Name: Jane Jackson on 2014-09-05 20:56:33 
Comments: 

141 5. Name: Peggy eggemeyer on 2014-09-05 21 :01:58 
Comments: 

1416. Name: Behija mehremic on 2014-09-05 21 :09:34 
Comments: 

1417. Name: Sabrina Charles on 2014-09-05 21:48:22 
Comments: 

1418. Name: Jason Charles on 2014-09-05 21:49:30 
Comments: 

1419. Name: Eileen Cherry on 2014-09-05 21:51:26 
Comments: I am strongly opposed to reconsolidation with Agua Fria wasteware district! 

1420. Name: Anita J Gibbs on 2014-09-05 21:55:05 
Comments: 

1421. Name: Mike Link on 2014-09-05 22:07:53 
Comments: 

1422. Name: Mary Dill on 2014-09-05 23:05:12 
Comments: 

1423. Name: Nina and Bob Goelz on 2014-09-05 23:13:21 
Comments: 

1424. Name: Thaddeus Murawski on 2014-09-05 23:35:10 
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Comments: 

1425. Name: Margaret Dykes on 2014-09-05 23:38:20 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation with Agua Fria district! 

1426. Name: Daniel Perry on 2014-09-06 00:23:11 
Comments: Ridiculous to go back on their word. 

1427. Name: John mayahara on 2014-09-06 01:46:10 
Comments: 

1428. Name: John mayahara on 2014-09-06 01:46:10 
Comments: 

1429. Name: David Harris on 2014-09-06 01:55:13 
Comments: 

1430. Name: kerri allard on 2014-09-06 02:37:02 
Comments: 

1431. Name: Kara MacHugh on 2014-09-06 042728 
Comments: 

1432. Name: Robert Sibelius on 2014-09-06 12:13:26 
Comments: 

~_________ 

1433. Name: Edward Abbott on 2014-09-06 13:27:49 
Comments: We are already over paying for this service 

1434. Name: Pamelalowry Lowry on 2014-09-06 16:18:53 
Comments: 

1435. Name: Jared Kipp on 2014-09-06 17:57:11 
Comments: 

1436. Name: Jolinda Hort on 2014-09-06 19:22:17 
Comments: 

1437. Name: R. Hort on 2014-09-06 22:23:50 
Comments: 

1438. Name: Peter Martinez on 2014-09-07 00:23:28 
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Comments: 

1439. Name: Karen Martin on 2014-09-07 04:07:49 
Comments: 

1440. Name: Maureen Wood on 2014-09-07 16:35:45 
Comments: It is a violation of the rights of Anthem residents to carry the burden of 
subsidizing of Agua Fria Wastewater rates. 

1441. Name: robert Wilson on 2014-09-07 17:53:44 
Comments: 

1442. Name: Natasha Cooper on 2014-09-07 19:25:49 
Comments: Ncooper@da.lacounty.gov 

1443. Name: Michelle Ochenkoski on 2014-09-07 19:49:55 
Comments: 

1444. Name: Linda Runion on 2014-09-08 14:41:07 
Comments: Don't raise my water bill by making me pay for others. 

1445. Name: helaine henrylsteven a rouse on 2014-09-08 16:05:22 
Comments: 

1446. Name: Paul Ruedinger on 2014-09-08 16:48:35 
Comments: It is my opionionthat iti is unjust to consolidate Anthem Wastewater Districit 
and Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

1447. Name: Kenn Gibson on 2014-09-08 17:05:08 
Comments: I do not support any changes which cannot be shown to have a direct and 
significant improvement to my existing services. 

1448. Name: Sean McGlaughlin on 2014-09-08 17:29:07 
Comments: 

1449. Name: Lucy Wolf on 2014-09-08 19:03:01 
Comments: Our rates are already excessive. 

1450. Name: PAMELA HOFFMANN on 2014-09-08 20:13:38 
Comments: 

1451. Name: Belinda Floriano on 2014-09-08 23:03:57 
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Comments: Im a new resident and think the amount of money for the water is outrageous 
.something needs to be done. 

1452. Name: Karen Mollenhauer on 2014-09-08 23:22: 13 
Comments: I'm not too clear on this issue. Could someone contact me with information 
concerning the petition. 

1453. Name: Jody Ford on 2014-09-09 00:49:28 
Comments: 

1454. Name: Benjamin Davis on 2014-09-09 01:30:17 
Comments: 

1455. Name: Gloria C. Wyatt on 2014-09-09 02:04:52 
Comments: 

~ ~ ~~ 

1456. Name: Joan & Stephen Hosmer on 2014-09-09 02:12:13 
Comments: Totally unfair to even consider reconsolidation with Agua Fria Wastewater 
District which we are not connected to! 

1457. Name: J McCloskey on 2014-09-09 02:35:30 
Comments: Equality in rate structure. 

1458. Name: Denise Goldin on 2014-09-09 06:20:10 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidating with Agua Fria as this places an arbitrarily higher 
water rate upon Anthem residents. 

~ ~ ~~ ~ 

1459. Name: Beth Lee on 2014-09-09 11:36:58 
Comments: 

1460. Name: Tom Snelling on 2014-09-09 15:57:40 
Comments: 

1461. Name: Carolyn Kraft on 2014-09-09 16:54:34 
Comments: 

~~ 

1462. Name: Linda Prose on 2014-09-09 20:45:32 
Comments: 

1463. Name: Karen Bodeen on 2014-09-09 23:13:28 
Comments: 
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1464. Name: Brent Jackson on 2014-09-09 23:37:50 
Comments: The A.C.C. made the right decision in 2012.. Do NOT reconsolidate these 
districts ! 

1465. Name: Scott Muravnick on 2014-09-10 18:11:51 
Comments: 

1466. Name: fernando coronado jr on 2014-09-10 20:41:38 
Comments: i oppose this rate increase. 

1467. Name: ronald raab on 2014-09-10 22:42:41 
Comments: 

1468. Name: Brenda Sherman on 2014-09-1 1 02:46:09 
Comments: 

1469. Name: David Mayer on 2014-09-1 1 03:01:36 
Comments: 

1470. Name: Rick Olson on 2014-09-11 03:10:46 
Comments: 

1471. Name: Margit Ramsey on 2014-09-1 1 15:01:42 
Comments: 

1472. Name: Colleen P Kupka on 2014-09-1 1 15:56:15 
Comments: The Anthem Community continues to get "bad press" between the water 
rates, water leaks, and property value declines. Just one more stab to our economy in 
Ant hem. 

1473. Name: Dennis & Kathy Condon on 2014-09-1 1 23:53:49 
Comments: 

1474. Name: Steve Lamontagne on 2014-09-12 01:14:27 
Comments: Count me in as against reconsolidation 

1475. Name: Robert Scharrer on 2014-09-12 01:20:28 
Comments: 

1476. Name: J. Locke on 2014-09-12 02:30:17 
Comments: Greed and shame!!! 
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1477. Name: Joann Andrejeski on 2014-09-12 06:12:54 
Comments: 

1478. Name: Lynne wiebe on 2014-09-12 14:01:06 
Comments: 

~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

1479. Name: Heidi Wright on 2014-09-12 16:25:11 
Comments: I was never informed when I bought my home that I would be responsible to 
reimburse the water company for infrastructure. I also do not know why the costs to 
provideing water to ALL customers is paid for by all customers. Is that know how a 
bussiness is supposed to run?!? 

1480. Name: James Beall on 2014-09-12 16:46:41 
Comments: 

~~ 

1481. Name: Ruth R. Lee on 2014-09-12 16:54:07 
Comments: 

1482. Name: James Jennings on 2014-09-12 17:02:04 
Comments: 

1483. Name: Craig Seppelfrick on 2014-09-12 18:29:07 
Comments: 

1484. Name: James Bradburn on 2014-09-12 18:39:12 
Comments: 

1485. Name: Robert A. Ottaviani on 2014-09-12 20:24:49 
Comments: 

1486. Name: KM Bradburn on 2014-09-12 20:51:22 
Comments: 

1487. Name: Chris Ensign on 2014-09-12 22:00:39 
Comments: It makes no sense for Anthem rate payers in the Anthem waste water district 
to be reconsolidated with the Agua Fria waste water district and then subsidize the rate 
payers in the Agua Fria waste water district. 

1488. Name: Michael Stephens on 2014-09-12 23:21:52 
Comments: 

1489. Name: Paul A Sedillo on 2014-09-13 00:53:29 
Comments: Unfair to Anthem residents! 

Page 114 of 131 



~ ~~~~ 

1490. Name: Larry Webb on 2014-09-1 3 17:41:36 
Comments: 

1491. Name: Tom Grasse on 2014-09-13 19:17:49 
Comments: 

1492. Name: mark mohlenbrock on 2014-09-13 20:18:14 
Comments: 

1493. Name: Richard Rountree on 2014-09-13 23:05:01 
Comments: 

1494. Name: Patricia Armitage on 2014-09-14 00:07:39 
Comments: No to reconsolidation! 

~ 

1495. Name: Kurt Mindy on 2014-09-14 16:48:11 
Comments: The rates are too high now. Epcor has a track record of poor service, quality, 
and inflated rates. 

1496. Name: Kristy Hall on 2014-09-14 21:13:25 
Comments: 

1497. Name: Steven Trammel1 on 2014-09-14 21:15:54 
Comments: 

1498. Name: Tanya Harnish on 2014-09-14 22:03:50 
Comments: 

1499. Name: frank giordano on 2014-09-14 22:45:31 
Comments: 
~~~ 

1500. Name: jay Kopas on 2014-09-15 00:53:14 
Comments: 

~~ ~~ 

1501. Name: James Helton on 2014-09-15 13:23:59 
Comments: 

1502. Name: Barbara Spagnola on 201 4-09-1 5 15:50:29 
Comments: 

1503. Name: Robert Richards on 201 4-09-1 5 18:13:08 
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Comments: 

1504. Name: Jeanne Cannon on 2014-09-15 23:25:58 
Comments: They should keep the negoated settlement with Anthem. Otherwise, they 
reduce the credability of the board and the negoating system. 

1505. Name: Victoria Conas on 2014-09-16 14:25:50 
Comments: 

1506. Name: Kindra Barbre on 2014-09-1 6 15:10:26 
Comments: 

1507. Name: Annette M. Casolari on 2014-09-16 15:33:22 
Comments: 

1508. Name: Brian K. Lewis on 2014-09-16 15:34:27 
Comments: 

1509. Name: Jon George on 2014-09-1 6 221  0:46 
Comments: We need this 

151 0. Name: Aimee Wastell on 201 4-09-1 7 03:42:50 
Comments: 

1511. Name: Jim Manley on 2014-09-17 18:06:17 
Comments: 

151 2. Name: Allison Bouie on 2014-09-1 7 18:23:38 
Comments: 

1513. Name: derek on 2014-09-17 18:43:06 
Comments: I pay to much already. 

1514. Name: david nelson on 2014-09-17 19:00:38 
Comments: 

151 5. Name: Stefanie Gatz on 2014-09-1 7 19:37:09 
Comments: 

~ 

1516. Name: Jessica Tubbs on 2014-09-17 21:21:03 
Comments: 
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151 7. Name: Ramona Gagnon on 2014-09-1 7 223514 
Comments: 

151 8. Name: Jene Dees on 201 4-09-1 7 22:49:17 
Comments: How is an 81 year old widow on a fixed income already stretched to the limit 
going to pay more? 

151 9. Name: Raymond F. Wiltgen on 2014-09-17 23:08:51 
Comments: 

1520. Name: Gina N Delgado on 2014-09-17 23:11:58 
Comments: 

~ 

1521. Name: Merle Rowley on 2014-09-1 7 23:39:33 
Comments: Opposed 

1522. Name: Joseph Weiss on 2014-09-18 00:06:38 
Comments: 

1523. Name: Kristine Weiss on 201 4-09-1 8 00:09:35 
Comments: 

1524. Name: Laura Novak on 2014-09-18 00:23:47 
Comments: 

1525. Name: Michael Novak on 2014-09-18 00:26:52 
Comments: 

1526. Name: Kevin Pollock on 2014-09-1 8 01 :00:46 
Comments: 

1527. Name: Christi Bielstein on 2014-09-18 01:16:54 
Comments: 

1528. Name: Anthony Tisot on 2014-09-1 8 01 :49:45 
Comments: 

1529. Name: Ida Parsons on 2014-09-18 01:55:48 
Comments: 

1530. Name: Ken Miller on 2014-09-18 01:59:25 
Comments: We been paying for Agua Fria for 15 years without getting anything. We feel 
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it is time end this arrangement. 

1531. Name: John Angelo on 2014-09-1 8 02:22:08 
Comments: 

1532. Name: Doug DeMuth on 2014-09-18 03:49:27 
Comments: 

1533. Name: Roy Snyder on 2014-09-1 8 05: 13: 18 
Comments: I vote NO to reconsolidation! 

1534. Name: Holly on 2014-09-18 06:43:46 
Comments: 

1535. Name: Chuck on 2014-09-18 06:46:48 
Comments: 

1536. Name: Dick Tetsell on 2014-09-18 13:34:35 
Comments: I oppose Reconsolidation! 

1537. Name: April Strunk on 2014-09-18 13:42:31 
Comments: strunkl983@gmail.com 

1538. Name: Howard Weatherford on 2014-09-1 8 14:38:30 
Comments: rates need to be reduced 

1539. Name: Archibald Dean on 2014-09-18 132958 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation with the Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

1540. Name: Ufuoma Omosebi on 2014-09-1 8 15:38:23 
Comments: 

1541. Name: Patricia Wilkie on 2014-09-18 15:39:24 
Comments: Don't raise our rates,please. I'ts hard tp afford the fees as thy are 

1542. Name: Ufuoma Omosebi on 2014-09-18 15:40:33 
Comments: 

1543. Name: Dennis Brigham on 2014-09-18 15:52:52 
Comments: 

1544. Name: EE on 2014-09-18 15:56:20 
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Comments: The re consolidation is unfair and unreasonable. 

1545. Name: Jennifer Thompson on 2014-09-18 15:57:37 
Comments: No water increases! 

1546. Name: Trudi Brigham on 2014-09-18 15:58:30 
Comments: 

1547. Name: Debbie lannarelli on 2014-09-18 16:00:55 
Comments: 

1548. Name: ufuoma omosebi on 2014-09-1 8 16: 1248 
Comments: 

1549. Name: Ayo omosebi 
Comments: 

on 201 4-09-1 8 16: 13: 15 

1550. Name: Margit Ramsey on 2014-09-18 16:20:49 
Comments: s 

1551. Name: Miller B.Lee on 2014-09-18 16:39:11 
Comments: 

1552. Name: Ames & Sandy Putnam on 2014-09-18 16:54:50 
Comments: 

~~ 

1553. Name: Delores Spencer on 2014-09-1 8 17:00:45 
Comments: 

1554. Name: Christian Spencer on 2014-09-18 17:02:17 
Comments: 

1555. Name: Robert G Nottoli on 2014-09-18 17:21:06 
Comments: I Strongly oppose reconsolidation with Agua Fria. The rates are already a 
deterrent to selling homes and are outrageous. 

1556. Name: Mary Elizabeth Denkinger on 2014-09-1 8 17:58:40 
Comments: 

~~ 

1557. Name: Corrine Lancaster-Riley on 2014-09-18 18:17:58 
Comments: I am strongly against reconsolidating with Agua Fria. Anthems water rates 
are already too high which poses as a major turn off to perspective home buyers as well 
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as renters. 

1558. Name: James Speichinger on 2014-09-1 8 18:36:52 
Comments: 

~ ~~ 

1559. Name: Christine Sleighel on 2014-09-1 8 19:17:51 
Comments: CONTINUE TO DECNSOLIDATE FROM AUGUA FRIA!!!!!! 

1560. Name: Dan and Karen Rowley on 2014-09-18 19:19:38 
Comments: This proposed reconsolidation would be patently unfair to Anthem residents. 

1561. Name: Thomas Smith on 2014-09-18 19:28:10 
Comments: 

1562. Name: Ryan Maddox on 201 4-09-1 8 20: 12:33 
Comments: 

1563. Name: Margaret Christianson on 2014-09-18 21 :08:53 
Comments: oppose reconsolidation 

1564. Name: Frances D Erickson on 2014-09-18 21:53:22 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation 

1565. Name: Jacqueline kimbell on 2014-09-18 21 :54:30 
Comments: 

1566. Name: Larry and Mary Claire Wilson on 2014-09-18 21:55:20 
Comments: Reject Reconsideration of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Aqua Fria 
Waste Water District 

1567. Name: Gilbert Bernal on 2014-09-1 8 22:03:08 
Comments: 

1568. Name: Bruce Scheller and Priscilla Scheller on 2014-09-18 22:35:15 
Comments: Please honor the rate freeze 

1569. Name: Pam Mavroudis on 2014-09-18 23:14:08 
Comments: NO!!!!!! 

1570. Name: Fred Mavroudis on 2014-09-18 23:17:33 
Comments: are you kidding NO 
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1571. Name: Lee Rohlfs on 2014-09-18 23:38:04 
Comments: 

1572. Name: Murray Gordon on 201 4-09-1 9 00: 10:48 
Comments: 

1573. Name: Shane James on 2014-09-19 01:06:34 
Comments: Anthem residents should own our water infrastructure based on how much 
we have spent, not EPCOR via Az American, Puke, Citizen. Paying for it a third time is 
extortion. 

1574. Name: Carrie Marino on 2014-09-19 02:09:54 
Comments: 

1575. Name: Charles E Wright on 2014-09-19 04:04:18 
Comments: This Reconsolidation will not be in the best interest for Anthem Residents. 

1576. Name: Richard M Shanafelt on 2014-09-1 9 08: 1020 
Comments: 

~~ 

1577. Name: Kathy A Shanafelt 
Comments: 

on 201 4-09-1 9 08: 13: 10 

1578. Name: CHAS AUTEN on 2014-09-19 12:58:05 
Comments: If water rates are too high it will have a negative effect on marketability and 
home values potentially. 

1579. Name: Diana Heaton on 2014-09-19 15:38:31 
Comments: 

1580. Name: Irma Wallace on 2014-09-19 16:23:59 
Comments: 

1581. Name: Richard W. Heaton II on 2014-09-19 16:42:04 
Comments: 

1582. Name: Kristin Mortensen on 2014-09-1 9 17: 16:58 
Comments: 

1583. Name: Rose Pasquarelli on 2014-09-19 17:37:07 
Comments: We alread fought to separate from this situation. Do not allow us to be there 
again. 
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1584. Name: kenneth R. Lane on 2014-09-19 17:54:25 
Comments: 

1585. Name: Clinton Mortensen on 2014-09-1 9 18:22:02 
Comments: Why are we doing this again? Deconsolidation was completed in 2012 after 
extensive review and public comment. 

1586. Name: LINDA LEE KUNNERT on 2014-09-1 9 18:38:57 
Comments: 

1587. Name: DAVID J. KUNNERT on 2014-09-19 18:41:06 
Comments: 

1588. Name: Thomas W Waltermire 
Comments: 

on 201 4-09-1 9 21 :25:34 

1589. Name: Elizabeth Waltermire on 2014-09-1 9 21:26:19 
Comments: 

~_______  

1590. Name: Damien Crumley on 2014-09-19 23:35:28 
Comments: 

1591. Name: Diane Hopkins on 2014-09-20 00:33:08 
Comments: it is unfair that Anthem water rates are so high. 

1592. Name: Bryan Hopkins on 2014-09-20 00:37:33 
Comments: Anthem is not part of the Agua Fria Wastewater District 

1593. Name: Vivian Tortorella on 201 4-09-20 00:37:43 
Comments: 

1594. Name: Luann Spraker on 2014-09-20 00:59:22 
Comments: 

1595. Name: Robert Spraker on 2014-09-20 01:01:43 
Comments: 

1596. Name: Beverly McCarty on 2014-09-20 01 : I  3:43 
Comments: 

1597. Name: AliceAbbitt on 201 4-09-20 01 :46:43 
Comments: 
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1598. Name: Rich Varner on 2014-09-20 03:00:48 
Comments: Please don't raise our rates, we already pay so much higher than the rest of 
Phoenix and its just becoming ridiculous. 

1599. Name: Patricia Reagan on 2014-09-20 03:01:34 
Comments: our water rates our ridiculous! 

1600. Name: Patricia Reagan on 2014-09-20 03:04:30 
Comments: our rates are too high already 

1601. Name: David H Thomas on 2014-09-20 04:45:02 
Comments: against ... we need a break ...p lease consider this matter 

1602. Name: Tracey Patyniak on 2014-09-20 14:48:20 
Comments: 

1603. Name: Ellen Mackay on 2014-09-20 15:29:28 
Comments: 

~ ~~ ~ _ _ _ _ _  ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

1604. Name: Robert Grothouse on 2014-09-20 15:36:45 
Comments: 

1605. Name: David Finney on 2014-09-20 155123 
Comments: 

1606. Name: jack vogel on 2014-09-20 15:57:07 
Comments: i oppose reconsolidation 

1607. Name: Melissa Samuelson on 2014-09-20 19:20:06 
Comments: 

1608. Name: ronald raab on 2014-09-20 19:31:05 
Comments: we do not need high bills 

1609. Name: Maura Bouchard on 2014-09-20 20:04:27 
Comments: 

~ 

161 0. Name: Dennis Britton on 2014-09-20 20:49: 17 
Comments: I oppose water rate increases! 

161 1. Name: Patty Britton on 201 4-09-20 20:51:23 
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Comments: 

1612. Name: Susan Weaver on 2014-09-20 20:57:43 
Comments: 

1613. Name: Thomas Wyatt on 2014-09-20 21:07:23 
Comments: 

1614. Name: Jeff Parker on 2014-09-20 21:58:02 
Comments: JeffQparker-home.com 

1615. Name: sally j.holder on 2014-09-20 221  1 :53 
Comments: 

1616. Name: Anthony DeSantis on 2014-09-20 23:41:12 
Comments: 

161 7. Name: jeanine ferrara on 2014-09-20 23:42:56 
Comments: 

161 8. Name: jeanine ferrara on 2014-09-20 23:43: 18 
Comments: 

1619. Name: Anthony Ferrara on 2014-09-20 23:43:51 
Comments: 

1620. Name: Kristen Ferrara on 2014-09-20 23:44:19 
Comments: 

1621. Name: Cara Sturgill on 2014-09-21 11:15:50 
Comments: 

1622. Name: Shellie Orlowski on 2014-09-21 12:53:19 
Comments: 

1623. Name: Molly Allen on 2014-09-21 154452 
Comments: 

1624. Name: Jessica gorman on 2014-09-21 16:54:42 
Comments: No water rate increases! 

1625. Name: Greg Gorman on 2014-09-21 16:57:05 
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Comments: No additional increases. Our bill is already outrageous! 

1626. Name: Jeanine Zagerman on 2014-09-21 17:28:44 
Comments: 

1627. Name: Murray Matthews on 2014-09-21 19:11:44 
Comments: No additional increases. Our bill is already outrageous! 

1628. Name: Dawn Rundle on 2014-09-21 19:16:58 
Comments: 

1629. Name: Jamie McLean on 2014-09-21 19:48:20 
Comments: 

1630. Name: Marlena Van Zwol on 2014-09-21 20:58:14 
Comments: our rates are outrageous now. Do not place additional fees on us. 

1631. Name: Thomas Kirk on 2014-09-21 21:00:47 
Comments: Anthem resident - oppose 

1632. Name: Jason groendyk on 2014-09-21 21:04:56 
Comments: 

1633. Name: Kevin Jones on 2014-09-21 21:10:41 
Comments: 

1634. Name: Patrick Howley on 2014-09-21 21 :13:44 
Comments: 

1635. Name: John Siege1 on 2014-09-21 21:19:59 
Comments: 

~~ 

1636. Name: Nathan Smith on 2014-09-21 21:22:59 
Comments: 

1637. Name: Diane Steenman on 2014-09-21 21 :28:49 
Comments: 

1638. Name: Victor James Stubbs on 2014-09-21 21:30:59 
Comments: 

1639. Name: Douglas Ramsey on 2014-09-21 21 :32:57 
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Comments: Please ad my name to the petition 

1640. Name: Karen Schermann on 2014-09-21 21:36:02 
Comments: 

1641. Name: Nelson Redante on 2014-09-21 21:43:19 
Comments: 

1642. Name: Terry Dalrymple on 2014-09-21 21:45:57 
Comments: Water rates are going to drive us from our homes! 

1643. Name: Ken Koch on 2014-09-21 21:46:42 
Comments: Anthem resident - oppose - rates already too high 

1644. Name: Charlene Koch on 2014-09-21 21:50:43 
Comments: Oppose -water rates are way too high already. 

1645. Name: Kim on 2014-09-21 22:04:06 
Comments: 

1646. Name: Rebekah Pereza on 201 4-09-21 2223: 16 
Comments: 

1647. Name: Mary Alice Hegreness on 2014-09-21 22:45:50 
Comments: 

1648. Name: Samantha Nadel on 2014-09-21 22:53:35 
Comments: 

1649. Name: Linda Smith on 2014-09-21 23:00:18 
Comments: 

~~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _  

1650. Name: Jason Christofferson on 2014-09-21 23:32:28 
Comments: Oppose rates to high 

1651. Name: Tannisha Smith on 2014-09-21 23:42:01 
Comments: 

1652. Name: Bryan Oates on 2014-09-21 23:44:58 
Comments: 

1653. Name: Vincent Altrui on 2014-09-21 23:48:23 
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Comments: 

1654. Name: christie equils on 2014-09-22 00:28:38 
Comments: 

1655. Name: Linda Dupont on 2014-09-22 00:41:15 
Comments: OPPOSE higher rates!! Ridiculous, robbery! 

1656. Name: kazuko mayahara on 2014-09-22 01 :32:55 
Comments: 

1657. Name: LORI BRUMAGIN on 201 4-09-22 01 :33:35 
Comments: 

1658. Name: Jean OHara on 2014-09-22 02:00:08 
Comments: 

1659. Name: Thomas Meeks on 2014-09-22 021  1:42 
Comments: 

1660. Name: Tamara Christianson on 2014-09-22 04:05:23 
Comments: 

~ 

1661. Name: james szura on 2014-09-22 04:43:16 
Comments: 

1662. Name: Court Roberts on 2014-09-22 05:27:22 
Comments: 

1663. Name: Sahra Wheatley on 2014-09-22 06:23:13 
Comments: 

1664. Name: Anita Oppenheim on 2014-09-22 12: 13:09 
Comments: 

1665. Name: Cheryl MacDonald on 2014-09-22 123529 
Comments: We should not be paying more for our water then the people in "West 
Anthem" 

1666. Name: Crystal Toren on 2014-09-22 13:02:03 
Comments: 
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1667. Name: Richard W. Heaton, II on 2014-09-22 14:24:27 
Comments: under no circumstances should there be a reconsolidation! 

1668. Name: Ronald Di Lorenzo on 2014-09-22 14:30:45 
Comments: 

1669. Name: Michelle Baltz on 2014-09-22 14:31:39 
Comments: 

~~ ~ 

1670. Name: Christopher Cody on 2014-09-22 14:41:22 
Comments: There is no way this makes sense and complies with Arizona law. The people 
of Anthem deserve fair rates. 

1671. Name: Ronald Winterbottom on 2014-09-22 15:15:09 
Comments: 

1672. Name: Gail Winterbottom on 2014-09-22 15:16:23 
Comments: 

1673. Name: Bill Edwards on 2014-09-22 15:24:15 
Comments: I oppose consolidation 

1674. Name: John Crist on 2014-09-22 15:36:45 
Comments: 

1675. Name: Jon McLuhan on 2014-09-22 15:37:19 
Comments: 

1676. Name: Annaliese cox on 2014-09-22 16:05: 1 1 
Comments: 

1677. Name: Les James on 2014-09-22 16:38:01 
Comments: 

~ ~ 

1678. Name: Richard W. Heaton, II on 2014-09-22 16:54:17 
Comments: 

1679. Name: Michael Vlcek on 2014-09-22 17:09: 13 
Comments: 

1680. Name: Russ Wagner on 2014-09-22 17:10:18 
Comments: 
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1681. Name: Amy Rouse on 2014-09-22 17:38:35 
Comments: 

1682. Name: Sheila Penrose on 2014-09-22 17:49:06 
Comments: I am in support of rejecting the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater 
District. 

1683. Name: Michael Solgonick on 2014-09-22 17:49:23 
Comments: I strongly oppose the consolidation 

1684. Name: Gary Truax on 2014-09-22 17:59:42 
Comments: 

1685. Name: leslie carrel1 on 2014-09-22 18: 16: 17 
Comments: 

1686. Name: Barb and Bill Hassing on 2014-09-22 18:41:32 
Comments: 

1687. Name: Kathryn Rhinehart on 2014-09-22 18:51 :23 
Comments: 

1688. Name: Nicole Spencer on 2014-09-22 19: 13:30 
Comments: 

~ 

1689. Name: Dan Spencer on 2014-09-22 19:16:16 
Comments: 

1690. Name: Mary Lee Dunning on 2014-09-22 19:41:12 
Comments: I oppose reconsolidation due to the unfairness to Anthem residents who 
already pay outrageously high waterlwastewater rates. 

1691. Name: Peggy McQuillen on 2014-09-22 20:22:34 
Comments: 

~ 

1692. Name: Chris harris on 2014-09-22 20:55:41 
Comments: We've been here before! Stop the madness and thievery! 

1693. Name: David Armitage on 2014-09-22 21:28:49 
Comments: 
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1694. Name: Earl B. Wheeler on 2014-09-22 21:45:46 
Comments: I believe the Districts need to be separate. ebw 

1695. Name: Nick W Burge on 2014-09-23 02:50:28 
Comments: 

1696. Name: Jon George on 2014-09-23 02:53:40 
Comments: Signed and supported 

~ 

1697. Name: Adam Nixon on 2014-09-23 03:20:26 
Comments: 

'1698. Name: Lis1 Nixon on 2014-09-23 03:24:14 
Comments: 

1699. Name: Dennis Maughan on 2014-09-23 14:38:30 
Comments: This was decided some time ago why do we have to revisit it again? 

~~ 

1700. Name: michael duffek on 2014-09-23 16:35:00 
Comments: A promise made should be a promise kept. For over 10 years we have been 
paying for wastewater for the Agua Fria wastewater district. We are many miles away 
from this district and should never had to pay for their useage. 

1701. Name: John Siege1 on 2014-09-23 16:35:07 
Comments: 

1702. Name: Pam Hackett on 2014-09-23 17:07:07 
Comments: 

1703. Name: Joe Volinsky on 2014-09-23 17:10:21 
Comments: Oppose Reconsolidation 

1704. Name: Bob Hackett on 2014-09-23 17:14:36 
Comments: 

1705. Name: Bernice Volinsky on 2014-09-23 17:38:48 
Comments: 

~~ 

1706. Name: Marti Blair on 2014-09-23 19:39:33 
Comments: It's ridiculous that we are revising this. A decision is a decision. 

1707. Name: Todd Milburn on 2014-09-23 21:48:42 
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Comments: 
~~ ~ 

1708. Name: Mary Neff on 2014-09-23 23:06:29 
Comments: 

1709. Name: Galen neff on 2014-09-23 23:07:24 
Comments: 

1710. Name: Jackie Lombard0 on 2014-09-24 00:29:39 
Comments: 

171 1. Name: Randy Okerlund on 2014-09-24 02:04:03 
Comments: 

1712. Name: Daniel J Digesti on 2014-09-24 02:16:32 
Comments: Totally unfair to the Residents of Anthem. 

1713. Name: Daniel J Digesti on 2014-09-24 02:19:28 
Comments: Totally unfair to the Residents of Anthem. We already and have been paying 
more than reasonible amount compared to other cities in the State of AZ. 

1714. Name: Gregory Paulin on 2014-09-24 04:51:03 
Comments: 

171 5. Name: pamela Phillips on 2014-09-24 14:02:39 
Comments: 

1716. Name: Mark Flanders on 2014-09-24 14:55:35 
Comments: 

1717. Name: Sarah C on 2014-09-24 15:09:31 
Comments: 

1718. Name: Margaret and Dan Knox on 2014-09-24 15:21:05 
Comments: 
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anthem 
coniniunity couiicil 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona low. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to  
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings. These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered 011 effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte sella, shares treatmen t facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewoter costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residentsfor the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Ria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission t o  reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Commission determined that consolidotion of these two geographically remote and seporote districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was "completely arbitrary" and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission olso stoted that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, "in order to  preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings." These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Aguo Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bella, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share Wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewoterrates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bella residents for the same service from the some facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem o fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Frio wastewater rates. On the contrary, recansolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would couse the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who olready pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria's geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution forAnthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

PRINTED NAME S I G W R E  ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts thc- do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that i t  was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District, “in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsolidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner has proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacent to Corte Bello, shares treatment facilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rotes in the Stote, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria Wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsalidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already poy among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annualsubsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Frio’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 

ADDRESS DATE 



anthem 
community council 

We, the undersigned residents of the Anthem community, implore the Arizona Corporation 
Commission to reject the reconsolidation of the Anthem Wastewater District and the Agua Fria 
Wastewater District. 

In 2012, the Cornmission determined that consolidation of these two geographically remote and separate districts that do 
not share treatment facilities was “completely arbitrary” and did not result in wastewater rates for Anthem customers that 
were just and reasonable as required by Arizona law. The Commission also stated that it was in the public interest to 
deconsolidate Anthem from the Anthem/Agua Frio Wastewater District, ”in order to preserve the integrity of settlement 
negotiations that occur in Commission proceedings.” These thoughtful and fair conclusions, which considered all effects of 
deconsalidation including elevated rates for Agua Fria wastewater users, remain true today. Not one fact has changed. Not 
one new fact has come to light. 

No Agua Fria petitioner hos proposed reconsolidation of the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. Sun City West is 
adjacen t to Corte Bello, shores treatment focilities, and has approximately 15,000 customers to share wastewater costs. 
Sun City West residents, who enjoy among the lowest water and wastewater rates in the State, unfairly pay significantly less 
than Corte Bello residents for the same service from the same facility. A consolidation with Sun City West would seem a fair 
and reasonable solution for elevated Agua Fria wastewater rates. On the contrary, reconsolidating Anthem back into the 
Agua Fria Wastewater District would cause the roughly 8,600Anthem residents, who already pay among the highest 
combined water and wastewater rates in the State, to pay $2.4 million annual subsidy for costs undisputedly related to Agua 
Fria’s geographically remote wastewater treatment facilities that we do not now and will not ever use. Reconsolidation of 
the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District is clearly not the right solution for Anthem or Agua Fria. 

For the reasons stated above, the undersigned will vigorously and publicly oppose any effort by the 
Commission to reconsolidate the Anthem/Agua Fria Wastewater District. 


